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MINISTERS DISCUSS TRADE WITH IRAN, HOSTAGE RELEASE 





LD211317 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 21 Jan 81 p 5 
[Alan Osborn dispitch: "EEC To Drop Trade Sanctions"] 


[Text] Brussels--Common Market foreign ministers yesterday expressed “great satisfaction" 
at the release of the American hostages by Iran and said the trade sanctions they 
imposed last May “are no longer called for." 


It would be up to each member state however to restore “adequate trade relations in the 
areas concerned,” said the ministers. 


They added that they now looked to the Iranian Government for the “accelerated release of 
all British citizens held in Tehran against whom no charges have been made.” 


Lord Carrington is expected to announce today the British Goverment's policy towards 
Iran. This is likely to be that normal trade could be resumed but that arms sales will 
not be permitted until the four British hostages--three missionary workers and a 
businessman--are released. 


Although no dramatic changes in trade between Iran and the EEC are likely because of 
the disorderly condition of the Iranian economy and the war with Iraq, in time there will 
be two important developments. 


First, Iran is likely to increase its oil exports substantially--they could more than 
double by the end of the year. This will have repercussions for world oil supplies and 
prices generally. 


Secondly, the Iranians are likely to be in the market for armaments, and since America 
is likely to prove an unwilling provider this means a lot of business could come Europe's 
way if the governments permitted. 


Most, however, are expected to take a dim view of selling arms to Iran, both because of 
that country's behaviour over the hostages and because of the continuing war with Iraq. 


Britain's exports to Iran in the first 11 months of 1980 were 368 million pounds com- 
pared with 215 million pounds in the same period of the preceding year. But virtually 
all the 1980 business came before May 22 as companies hurried to beat the trade 
sanctions. 


The EEC countries will now presumably lift the restrictions placed on Iran's diplomatic 
establishments in their territory and withdraw the tougher visa requirements imposed 
last May. 


But there was little feeling in Brussels yesterday that much warmth would return to 
either trade or political relations in the near future. 


British officials were divided over whether release of the American hostages made it 
more or less likely that the four Britons would soon be freed. Some argued that Iran 
would now become more conciliatory and try to re-enter world diplomatic circles. But 
others speculated that the Iranian Government could encounter some political back-lash 
at home for giving up the hostages. 
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RESEARCH TO CONTINUE ON MI%EAST INITIATIVE 





LD211315 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 21 Jan 81 p 4 
{Alan Osborn dispatch: "EEC To Go Ahead With Middle East Initiative"] 


[Text] Brussels--The Common Market is to press on with its Middle East peace initiative, 
but it was clear from a meeting of EEC foreign ministers in Brussels yesterday that no 
dramatic developments are likely for several months yet. 


The ministers entrusted Mr van der Klaauw, the Dutch foreign minister, and president of the 
EEC Council, to undertake another round of visits to the countries involved. 


His purpose will be confined to seeking more detailed information on specific aspects of 
a possible settlement, such as the precise meaning of “self-determination,” security 
arrangements and the status of Jerusalen. 


Senior officials said yesterday that it was not certain that the EEC's researches 
would find a usefu’ role for the Community in future Middle East peace moves. 


But it was felt that the Venice Declaration of last June, calling for the Palestine 
Liberation Orgarisation to be associated with Middle East peace negotiations, had already 
been helpful in reassuring the Arab countries. 


The chief reason for the low-key attitude to be taken by the Nine over the next few months 
is uncertainty over the Reagan administration's policies on the Middle East. 


The general impression in Brussels is that the new American Government will take a more 
pro-Israeli line than its predecessor and this could make it even less tolerant of a 
separate peace initiative by the EEC. 


Dr Kissinger, who has been involved in foreign policy consultations with Mr Reagan, 
recently strongly attacked the EEC initiatives and said it would prove useless. 


Officials in Brussels also believe that the elections in France and Israel, in April and 
July respectively constitute an important reason for deliberation at this stage. 


There seems general acceptance that if the Reagan administration does refuse to support 
the Middle East peace initiative then itwould be abandoned. To persist in the face of 
American opposition would be “posturing” in the words of a senior official. 


It is expected that the American attitude will be fully explored when Mrs Thatcher and 
Lord Carrington visit President Reagan next month. 


Everything now points to the crucial EEC decisions being taken during Britain's EEC 
presidency beginning on July 1. 


Lord Carrington will then become the president of the EEC Council and will have the job 
of presenting any EEC initiative in the United Nations, if indeed that is the form in which 
it is launched. 
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KREISKY COMMENTS ON U.S. HOSTACES"* RFLEASE 





AU211301 Vienna Domestic Service in German 1140 GMT 2] Jan 81 


{"“Excerpt™ of Chancellor Bruno Kreisky's statement on the release by Iran of the U.S. 
hostages in the Austrian Nationalrat at the beginning of its 21 January session--reco:ded] 


[Text] On behalf of the Austrian Government, from this rostrum where the most important 
government statements are delivered, I would like to say how very much we congratulate 
the American nation on this event, how much we have understood how it regarded this 
taking of hostages as a humiliation. [applause] 


I would also like to say from this rostrum that this event, which was prepared by the 
former administration, the former president, but which occurred on the first day of office 
of the new President, that I consider this event as a good omen for the policy of the 
coming years. 


I also believe that it is the Austrian Government's duty to thank the Algeria president 
and the Algerian Government for acting as mediators in such a prudent and circumspect 
manner and for having brought this difficult problem now to a successful conclusion. 
[applause] 


This event has great importance in itself, for whoever has ever been deprived of his 
freedom for political reasons, if only for a few days, realizes what this long de facto 
loss of freedom meant for the people who had to suffer it. But apart from that, I believe 
that it is one of the few positive events that have occurred in the past few months and 
that there is reason to hope that other positive events will follow it. 


On the part of the Austrian Government we will at any rate do everything to lend our 
good offices to a policy of understanding. 


NEW CABINET MEMBERS TAKE OATH OF OFFICE 20 JAN 





AU201320 Vienna Domestic Service in German 1300 GMT 20 Jan 81 


[Summary] Today at noon President Rudolf Kirchschlaeger relieved Hannes Androsch, Vice 
Chancellor and Finance Minister, and Health Minister Herbert Salcher from their government 
functions. The following new cabinet members then took the oath of office: Education 
Minister Fred Sinowatz as vice chancellor, succeeding Mannes Androsch; Nationalrat Deputy 
Kurt Steyrer as health minister, succeeding Herbert Salcher; Herbert Selcher as new 
finance minister, succeeding Hannes Androsch; and university professor Hans Seidel as new 
state secretary at the Finance Ministry. 





FOREIGN MINISTER TO VISIT BULGARIA 26-28 JANUARY 





AU20130 Vienna WIENER ZEITUNG in Germ?n 20 Jan 81 p 1 


[Text] At the invitation of Petur Mladenov, minister of foreign affairs of the People's 
Republic of Bulgaria, Foreign Minister Willibald Pahr will pay an official visit to Bulgaria 
from 26 to 28 January 1981. 








VII. 22 Jan 81 BENELUX Fl 


THE NETHERLANDS 





VAN AGT SEES NO REASON TO STOP TAIWAN SUB SALE 





LD211409 Amsterdam DE VOLKSKRANT in Dutch 17 Jan 81 p 1 
[Own correspondent report: “Cabinet Stands by Decision: RSV Order Must Go Ahead] 


[Text] The Hague--The cabinet sees no reason for going back on the decision on the 
supply of two submarines to Taiwan. This decision would only be revoked if there were 
“very strong reasons” for doing so, Prime Minister van Agt said yesterday after the 
weekly cabinet meeting. "We see no such strong reasons, we regard full employment as 
very important,” van Agt said. 


According to the prime minister the cabinet had a “thorough discussion” about the supply 
of the submarines to Taiwan. Van Agt remained vague about Foreign Minister van der 
Klaauw's standpoint now that the PRC has threatened sanctions. Van Agt said yesterday 
that Van der Klaauw had not explicitly stated in the cabinet meeting that the delivery 
should now definitely not go ahead. 


Shortly before the Christmas recess the second chamber voted by a narrow majority (76 
for, 74 against) to support the cabinet's decision to grat Reijn-Schelde-Verolme [RSV] 
an export license. The chamber will debate the matter again next week. Van Agt said 
yesterday that the chamber is free to express opposition to granting an export license 
but he doubts “whether that 1s wise.” The prime minister refused to say what conclusions 
the cabinet would draw from a possible rejection of permission by the chamber. 


Contrary to earlier reports, Van Agt said that before the cabinet decision on the 

export license (at the end of last November) the PRC already knew about the intention 

to award the order to RSV. The Netherlands Ambassador to China Kenppelhout had informed 
the Chinese about it, Van Agt said. According to the prime minister the Chinese did not 
threaten sanctions when iritially informed. 


Van Agt said yesterday that before the cabinet decision, “a Chinese Government official" 
already knew about the intention to assent to the supply of the submarines. According 
to Van Agt the Chinese threat to impose sanctions is influenced by the fact that Ronald 
Reagan takes over as the new U.S. president shortly. Reagan has invited five top 

Taiwan officials to his inauguration on 20 January. 


GOVERNMENT GUARANTEES POLISH FOOD SHIPMENT CREDITS 





LD211549 Rotterdam NRC HANDELSBLAD in Dutch 17 Jan 81 p 1 


(Text] The Hague, 17 Jan--The cabinet has decided to grant 125 million guilders in 
export credit guarantees for food supplies to Poland. Prime Minister van Agt, wh> 
announced this yesterday, stressed that this is merely a government guarantee fo: 
financing such supplies. The EC countries had earlier announced the intention to cake 
initiatives to improve the precarious food situation in Poland. 
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SCHMIDT COMMENTS ON RELATIONS WITH UNITED STATES 





LD210950 Hamburg DPA in German 0930 GMT 21 Jan 81 


[Text] Bonn, 21 Jan (DPA)--According to Federal Chancellor Helmut Schmidt, the Federal 
Government will have consultations without Jelay with the adr‘ istration of new U.S. 
President Roanld Reagan who was inaugurated on Tuesday. Addressing the SPD parliamentary 
group on Tuesday, the chancellor said that Bonn strongly will stress the need for dip- 
lomatic cooperation with the Soviet Union in its talks with the U.S. administration and 
will insist on a policy of balance. 


According to the parliamentary group today, Schmidt said the prospects for a meaningful 
Civision of labor within the overall concept with which the West intends to respond to 
the Soviet Union's policy of expansion, particularly in the case of Afghanistan, are good. 


The chancellor confirmed that he will travel to the United States tor talks with President 
Reagan “somewhat later" than Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher, who is to visit the 
United States in March. 


Schmidt said with regard to the policy of the new U.S. leadership that new Secretary of 
State Alexander Haig advocated arms limitation before the Senate, not an expansion of 
NATO's sphere. Haig will adhere to the U.S.-Soviet SALT process, which affects the 
Federal Republic in particular, as well as to an early start of talks with the Soviet 
Union. Schmidt described Haig’s views as a realistic presentation of the world situation 
as well as an opportunity for a sensible policy. 


According to the SPD parliamentary group, the chancellor places hopes ia the continuation 
of the Geneva talks between the United States and the Soviet Union on medium-range weapons. 
He expects the next round also to have a positive influence on the SALT process. NATO's 
twin decision on the introduction of new nuclear medium-range weapons in West Europe with 
a simultaneous o‘fer of talks with the Soviet Union was described by Schmidt as indis- 
pensible for the alliance. Anyone who questions this decision casts doubts on NAi0O's 
cohesion, he stressed, alluding to several SPD deputies who, because of the U.S. Seaate's 
failure to ratify the SALT II agreement, regard the basis for the NATO decision as having 
been removed or believe a new situation exists. Schmidt said it is inconceivable for the 
West not to respond when the Soviet Union weekly is adding a new nuclear SS-20 mediunm- 
range weapon to its potential. 


On the subject of arms exports, Schmidt stated that the Federal Government has no in- 
tention of making decisions in the near future on the export of tanks to Saudi Arabia. 
The government is not comm'tted on this issue. The lower house parliamentary groups 
should participate in the decision process of reexamining and possibly revising Bonn's 
principles on arms exports. Criteria have to be found which take into account expediency 
as well as moral considerations. Schmidt further made it known that the government's 
serious efforts to reverse its decision on supplying two submarines to the military 
dictatorship in Chile have not yet been concluded. Schmidt promised that this decision 
will be reexamined as strong opposition was expressed in the SPD parliamentary group and 
executive against an arms deal with Chile. 


Urges Contacts 


LD211936 Hamburg Domestic Service in German 1800 GMT 21 Jan 8! 


[Excerpt] Chancellor Schmidt has urged all ministers to avail themselves of all possi- 
bilities to establish contact with the new U.S. Government. Government Spokesman Becker 
said at the end of today's cabinet meeting in Bonn that the chancellor is anxious to 
establish good relations with the Reagan administration from the outset The chancellor 
welcomed Reagan's announcement that he will seek good reJations with Europeans and specif- 
ically with the Federal Republic. 








VII. 22 Jan 81 J FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 


te 


CSU CHAIRMAN STRAUSS VIEWS REAGAN PRESIDENCY 





LD211314 Hamburg DPA in German 1204 GMT 21 Jan 81 


[Text] Munich, 21] Jan (DPA)--In the view of CSU Chairman Franz-Josef Strauss, the 
inauguration of new U.S. President Ronald Reagan marks the start of a new chapter in 
relations between the Federal Republic, Europe and the United States. 


Strauss expressed his conviction that Reagan's policy will reflect a unity of thought, 
word and deed. “It is our wish that he puts a stop to the U.S. slide from a position of 
world power and makes clear again the U.S. leading role in the free world. Finally, he 
should replace the policy of detente, which is based on dreams and which the FAeral 
Government also pursues, with a realistic one,” says the statement published by the 

CSU regional executive today. 


The union urged the federal chancellor not only to endorse with words the shared fate 
linking Cermany and Europe with the United States, but also to prove it by action. It 
also urged him to emphasize the common political beliefs and values instead of seeking 
disparities with U. S. interests out of consideration for the leftwingers in the SPD. 
"We cannot accept a division of labor between the United States and Euruye under which 
the United States is responsible for our security and defense while we are responsible 
for detente and trade with the East.” Within a combined political-economic military 
strategy between the two pillars of the transatlantic alliance, Europe should stand by 
Anerica’s side out of its own convictions and take on greater responsibility on our 
continent if the United States is to protect the vital flanks of the free world, in the 
interests of peace and freedom, said Strauss. 


NEWSPAPERS COMMENT ON REAGAN INAUGURATION, POLICY 





DW210905 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in German to East and West Germany 0605 GMT 
21 Jan 81 


[From the press review] 


[Excerpt] SAARBRUECKER ZEITUNG comments: ‘Rately before have such man’ fold hopes been 
concentrated on a new U.S. ,resident as they have on Ronald Reagan. Prvuple hope for a 
rebirth of American strengt! from him, just as they hope for predictability and solidarity. 
It was but a few months ago that we heard different words. At that time, people spoke 

of a has-been Hollywood actor who lacked the intellectual ability to lead a world power. 
How quickly times change. However, in Reagan's case, the wishful thinking of the Americans 
as well as that of the Western wor!d will have te adapt to realities very quickly. 


The Muenster WESTFAELISCHE NACHRICHTEN writes: In Ronald Reagan a man has moved into the 
White House who has placed his political program under the motto of national rencval, 
just as he did with his election campaign. The 40th president of the leading Western 
power made it absolutely clear what he means by that: the rebirth of American self- 
awareness, of the very pioneering spirit in which the Americans take so much pride and 
which suffered such serious harm in the jungles of Vietnam, in the dark shadows of Water- 
gate and in the Iranian imprisonment of the 52 hostages. The hard and obviously more 
determined Reagan probably has better chances of attaining this goal than did Jimmy 
Carter who started out with the same claim 4 years ago. 


BRAUNSCHWEIGER ZEITUNG says: Is Ronald Reagan, the actor, the cowboy, now a superman 
all of a sudden’? No, definitely not. A lot already will have been gained if U.S. 
policy becomes predictable again, if partnership based on identity of interests replaces 
the hot-cold showers to which friend and foe have become accustomed, and if the U.S. 
adversaries can count on straight perseverance in the fundamentcl issues of world 
politics alou, with a simultanecus readiness to compromise in matters of secondary 


importance. 
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In this connection, MUENCHNER MERKUR notes: The climate clearly has changed since 
Reagan's election victory. Haig has told the Soviets that the United States is prepared 
to apply its powers to protect peace. This is a motto under which the United States 
proposes to conduct politics in the future; hopefully better politics than the dangerous 
complaisance of the past several years. 


The Duesseldorf RHEINISCHE POST expresses the view: Carter in his erraticism on many 
issues vas often an unpredictable partner for America’s allies. Reagan promises to 
embark on a course which night be straighter. It is Reagan's declared goal to put the 
United States back into the status of a power which will not be humilated or pushed 
around by anybody. This requires economic stability and military strength, not to mention 
diplomatic skill. Swperficially, strength might be measured by the number of missiles 
whose MIRV’s can kil. sillions of people. Washingtoa's future political credibility in 
the troubled states «. the third and fourth worlds may be derived from Reagan's future 
policy in Central America. Dealing with the allies will require sensitivities. Reagan 
more than his predecessor will demand that they abide by their alliance commitments, says 
RHEINISCHE POST. 


The Koblenz RHEIN-ZEITUNG also discusses the U.S.-European relationship and writes: By 
all indications Reagan would like to lead the loose relations between the United States 
and Europe away from harmful misunderstandings. In the frank dialogue which he announced 
for this particular purpose, he probably will, however, make no bones about the fact that 
the United States expects even more defense efforts from its NATO partners in Europe in 
return for the U.S. superpower’s engagement in their behalf in the whole world. 


The Dortmund RUHR NACHRICHTEN stresses: No doubt Reagan is willing to use an unimpaired 
relationship to power. No doubt whenever the world prestige of his country is at stake 
he puts his reliance on material -ather than moral strength; that is to say, not only 
on economic strength, but also on military power. This nevessitates the restoration of 
balance wherever it has been disturbed. Reagan's goals also include the control and 
reduction of military potentials. Yet his security policy will rely more on the U.S. 
strength than on the good will of the other side. The West Europeans will come to feel 
this too. The clear relationship which they hope will emanate from Reagan's leadership 
also will demand clarity in the readiness to carry additional burdens. 


REPORTAGE ON GREETINGS, WELCOME TO FREED HOSTAGES 





LD201918 Hamburg DPA in German 1816 GMT 20 Jan 81 


[Excerpt] Berlin/Munich, 20 Jan (DPA)--federal Foreign Minister and FDP Chairman Hans- 
Dietrich Genscher said after the release of the hostages: “As during the months of worry 
and oppression, the Germans feel themselves closely united in the hour of joy with the 
friendly American people, the rcleased hostages and their families.” 


Bavarian Minister-President Franz Josef Strauss telegraphed outgoing President Carter: 
“The conclusions to be drawn from the suffering of the American hostages for all 
civilized and constitutional states must be to stand together so that terrorism and 
kidnapping do not become the everyday instrument of international political disputes.” 


The freedom bell, which was presented to the people of Berlin in 1950 as a gift from the 
American people on the lifting of the Berlin blockade, was rung. Heinrich Lummer, presi- 
dent of the Chamber of Deputies wrote to U.S. city commandant Calvert P. Benedict: 

“All of us in Berlin are relieved that the right to freedom is at lone last returned to 
the hostages.” 


Bonn, 20 Jan (DPA)--Federal Chancellor Helmut Schmidt sent a telegram to U.S. President 
Ronald Reagan after the release of the hostages: “This is a happy day for all Americans 
and their friends.” The freed hostages will be most cordially welcewed during their 
stopover in the Federal Republic. Schmidt added: “We wish these brave men and women a 
happy return to their families.” 
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Foreign Minister‘’s Statenent 
LD211040 Hamburg DPA in German 0927 GIT 21 Jan $1 


[Excerpt] Sonn, 24 Jan (DPA)--Federal Soreign “inister Hans-Dietrich Genscher today 
expressed “great jy and relief" at the release of the American hostages. Genscher, who 
flew to Rome on a visit this morning, stated in a congratulatory telegram to U.S. 
Secretary of State Alexander Haig: “For 14 long and anxious months, we have followed 
with great sympathy the fate of the hostages with the families and entire American 
people. On this happy day, we share the joy of the reunitec families, the U.S. Foreign 
Service and the American people.” 


At the same time, Genscher expressed a cordial welcome to the released embassy personnel 
during their temporary stay in the Federal Republic on their way home. 


In other congratulatory messages to former U.S. Secretary of State Edmund Muskie 
and his deputy, Warren Christopher, Genscher stressed that they had both contributed 
decisively to the long-awaited success of the hostages’ release. 


Carter Arrival in Frankfurt 
LD212012 Hamburg DPA in German 1944 GMT 21 Jan 81 


[Text] Frankfurt, 21 Jan (DPA)--Jimmy Carter tonight arrived in Frankfurt as President 
Ronald Reagan's special representativ:. The former president was welcomed at the U.S. 
military airport, amidst the cheers of his fellow countrymen, by Chancellor Schmidt, 
Hesse Minister-President Holger Boerner and U.S. Ambassador to the Federal Republic 
Stoessel, who had arrived a few minutes earlier. Carter is accompanied by former Vice 
President Mondale and former Secretary of State Muskie. 


After a brief private talk with Schmidt, Carter will proceed to Wiesbaden to the U.5. 
military hospital to meet the freed hostages who arrived this morning. He will fly back 
to the United States before midnight. Before his departure, Carter will give an account 
of his meeting with the freed hostajes to several hundred of his fellow cowntrymen and 
journalists. 


MINISTER OF STATE ON HOSTACES, U.S. RELATIONS 





DW211455 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in German to East and West Germany 0620 GMT 
21 Jan 81 


[Excerpts from reporter-heid interview with Dr Klaus von Dohnanyi, minister of state 
in the foreign office, date and place not given--recorded | 


[Text] [Question] What does the release of the U.S. hostages mean to Bonn-Tehran 
relations? 


[Anewer; I think that it means first of all that a barrier has been eliminated, namely 
the Tehran arrest of the diplomats in violation of international law. It certainly ‘ill 
remain a matter to be remembered which will complicate several things. But I am certain 
that our side will try to make a beginning with what is available. 


[Question] Regarding the German-American future, a number of statements have been made 
by German politicians, addressing the mew American president and his government. The 
federal chancellor made hopeful statements on cooperation, the federal foreign minister 
pointed out in a telegram to his American co] league 4Yaig that he is certain that the 
excellent agreement between both states will be further strengthened. Did President 
Rea jan in his speech yesterday strengthen the Bonn confidence by saying, for example, 
tha: the historical ties with our friends wili be strengthened’ 
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[Answer] Every presidential change in the United States in past years was accompanied 
by speculations on European-American cooperation. It turned out in the end that 
continuity prevailed. I am very much under the impression that the new administration-- 
as the previous--will try to develop and strengthen these probably most important 
relations between the United States and Europe in the coming year. For Europe and the 
United States exists, after all, just one common security and probably also just one 
future. I beliewe that this is known on both sides of the Atlantic. 


[Question] Sut Reagan clearly indicated that these ties will cost something. We will 
negotiate and make sacrifices for the sake of peace, Reagan said that too. What will 
these sacrifices be for us? 


[Answer] That will be decided on--as in the past--in the respective situations. It vas 
interesting to hear in the talks about the nomination of Secretary of State Haig, how 
Mr Haig said--as well as his colleague, the current secretary of defense--how seriously 
one assesses the defense contributions of the Europeans. It is important for us that 
America will know its way and that Europe can introduce its influence with regard to 
decisions to be made in the United States. To do that, Europe must be first of all in 
agreement with itself. 


[Question] Can one roughly assess the Federal Republic's preparedness to make sacrifices 
or do you see the danger that the limits will be quickly achieved under Washington's 
claim to be the leader of the free world again? 


[Answer] That must be decided on in individual situations and under consideration of 
long-term planning. hkegarding security policy, the Federal Republic of Germany makes 
considerable contributions not merely through the strong Bundeswehr, which was 
strengthened and developed last year despite world price increases. We have pursued a 
policy--the Federal Republic and Europe, together with our allies--nanely Ostpolitik, 
which made considerable contributions to safeguarding Europe, just think of the 
additional safeguarding of Berlin, which has been facilitated that way. 


Security contributions should not be mainly seen, or at least not only, in the form of 
money or arms? Security in this world in mainly a political matter. We produce 
considerable achievements in connection with deveiopment aid or financial help for NATO 
partners. I believe that the Federal Government and the Federal Republic of Germany 
have good reason to see with satisfaction how the American side appreciates our contri- 
bution and I would not fear that this could change in the future. 


[Question] Do you think the Federal Republiccan depend on the rest of the EC members or 
is there any danger of ending up in a cownterposition when it is necessary, for instance, 
to use some harsher tone vis-a-vis Moscow? After all, Haig used rather plain terms when 
he spoke of a so-called linkage policy which works after the motto: Whatever you dish 
out, you will be getting in returns. 


[Answer] Such general theses and principles will then show their meaning and weight 

in each individwal case. And surely differences of opinion will occur over one case or 
another. Oniy, I have learned in the past years, also during the discussions of the EC 
which we conducted with the United States also in the critical times after 

Afghanistan, that ultimately the different perspectives converge into one. It is my 
impression that it is necessary for Europeans to phrase their common position in awe. eness 
of the American interests, and vice versa, for the Americans to be aware of the 

interests and contemplations of the Europeans. This is why it is also important that 

the federal foreign minister will be going to Washington in the spring. 


[Question] There seems already to be a dissension between the Federal Republic and the 
United States. I read here in an Associated Press dispatch that German aid to El 
Salvador has been discontinued siace May last year and that this aid will not be resumed 
as long as the political and economic stability in El Salvador does not warrant it or as 
long as stability has not been restored. 
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[Ansver] Surely, there will be discu*sions on this with the Americans. In Europe, 

too, different judgments prevail ab~ the future development. We are interested in 
seeing the democratic forces in Cen.:.1 America strengthened. There will not be any true 
stability in the world without increasing democratization and without increasinz: economic 
and social justice. This is the topic in El Saivador. And if anybody can show any 

w*y to better contribute to this end, then we definitely will make thar ccntribution. 

But we do not intend to support any dictatorships which oppress people and ultimately 

are incapable of attaining needed stability in social, political and security respects. 


[Question] And this is the very point in which the Americans differ, for they are 
paying. 


[Answer] You cannot yet say this so definitely today. After all, we have not yet 
discussed this issue with the new administration. But I want to underscore that from our 
point of view security is not, or not solely, a military question but also and always a 
political question and thus also an economic and socal question. It is necessary to 
view the whole picture. It may be that there will be some shades of differences there. 
But that does not do any harm. Despite all differences which will crop up time and 

again in details, ultimately the great community of interests will be predominant. 


GOVERNMENT MAY NO LONGER COORDINATE AID FOR TURKEY 





DW201208 Frani:furt FRANKFURTER RUNDSCHAU in German 20 Jan8l p 1 
[Repor: by Bonn correspondent Rolf-Dietrich Schwartz] 


[Text] Bonn, 19 January--The Federal Government does not particularly intend to continue 
the role of Western coordinator of heip for Turkey, a role it took ower 2 years ago. 

It was learned on Monday from Federal Government circles that Federal Finance Minister 
Hans Matthoefer (SPD) has lost interest in taking over this coordination for the Federal 
Government. Last year, Matthoefer organized economic and financial help for Turkey by 
OECD countries, consisting of Western industrial states, amounting to $1.1 billion 

(about DM2.2 billion), with the Federal Repub! ic contributing a share of DM560 bil’ ion, 
as much as the United States. It was learned from Bonn that the main reasons for the 
considerai:on to give up the coordination role were, first of all, the financial 
situation. Because of the Federal Government's financial budget problems, it is hardly 
in a position any more to make the greatest financial contribution to Western economic 
help as the coordinator. In order to help the military junta ruling now in Ankara, it is 
desired that the OECD top echelon in Paris take over the entire coordination. 


A contribution to the consideration to give up coordination was the military putech in 
September in Ankara, which reportedly "hit Matthoefer in a sensitive spot.” It was 
stressed, however, that Western economic help had “a good effect,” because the inter- 
national liquidity of the Turks has been reestablished, in the meantime, so that imports 
and exports work smoothly. People in Bonn understood the special situation of Turkey 
which led to the military's taking over, because democratic rules obviously did not work 
in the country prior to the military putsch. Federal Chancellor Helmut Schmidt expli- 
citly stressed on Monday in a French television interview that Turkey made considerable 
progress last year in fighting terrorism. He views that with particular relief, he said, 
“because it was a country where terrorism had reached enormou~ »roportions.” As regards 
turning over the coordination of Western economic help to the OECD, it is still uncertain 
what attitude the United States will tak, because it is not known whether its new 
government will release the Federal Republic from its responsibility. Finance Minister 
Matthoefer wants to preserve the economic character of this help to benefit the people. 
Last year, strong forces within the Federal Government wanted to stress the military help, 
particularly for foreign policw considerations. If these trends are again noted in this 
year's preparations, circles around Matthoefer indicated he could still make up his mind 
to continue this coordination. It was stressed, however, that no decision has been made 
on the entire coordination problem or on its extent and timing. The entire aid action 
would make sense only if it were continuved for several years. 
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APEL INTERVIEWED ON DEFENSE POLICY ISSUES 





DW161428 Munich ARD Television Network in German 1915 GMT 15 Jan 81 


[Interview with Federal Defense Minister Hans Apel by journalists Martin Schulze, ARD 
correspondent in trussels; Diethelm Schroeder of DER SPIEGEL; Thilo Schneider of the 
Bayerischer Rundfunk Network; and program moderator is Rudolf Muehlfenzl, chief editor 
of the Bayerischer Rundfunk Network; date and place not given--recorded] 


[Text] [Muehlfenzl] The defense expenditures of the Federal Republic are making head- 
lines. To be more specific, an estimated deficit of DM10 billion for the next 5 years 
will present the defense minister witi: some problems. What is involved here, I think, 
is not only slovenliness at Hardthoehe [FRG Defense Ministry] or inept bureaucrats, as 
the press has written, but also the fundamenta] question of whether our security, our 
security policy, can still be financed in view of the dangerous budget situation. For 
the television discussion devoted to this subject, I welcome Defense Minister Hans Apel. 
The questions will be asked by my colleagues Martin Schulze, ARD correspondent in 
Brussels; Diethelm Schroeder, SPIEGEL correspondent in Bonn, and Thilo Schneider of the 
Bayerischer Rundfunk Network, television branch. Mr Minister, the deficit of DMI10 bil- 
lion recently estimated for arms expenditures a one during the next 5 years is not a 
simple matter for you. Considering che really ight budget situation, and in this con- 
text I not only mean the DM30 billion deficit in the overall trade balance, but also the 
mountain of debts and other things. How could something like this happen, anyway? Were 
you informed too late or did you take action too late? 


[Answer] Well, Mr Muehlfenzl, first of all, we critically must ask about this DMI10O bil- 
lion. In e:rly March, we will have an arms meeting here in Bonn. I also like to refer 
to it as a money meeting because it essentially involves the matter of finances and, 
naturally, we are in the state of preparatory work. But there is no such thing as a 
DM10 billion [deficit]. Naturally, you can write down maximum demands and create the 
best of all worlds and then you might arrive at the sum of DM10 billion. However, this 
order of magnitude is not at issue. What is at issue is: (ver many years, it was 
possible to handle the funds paid by the taxpayer in a generous way because the money 
kept flowing in. This is true for the Bundeswehr and for our Republic as a whole, 
ranging from Bonn down to the communities. The Federal Government, the laender and the 
communities are facing budget consolidation, and in that respect, the defense budget 
cannot be an exception. We have to match up the eras ordered by my predecessor, the 
equivalent of between DM55 and DM66 billion, with the anticipated funds. That is to say, 
we must not cancel orders of arms but must set priorities, and if necessary make some 
postponements. What is decisive, however, is something else altogether. This meeting 
is «lo supposed to show alternatives which will then provide the federal cabinet, the 
Bundestag, and also the German public with the means to see what the alternatives are 
and what they stand for. That is, a judgement on my part following an inventory: DM10 
billion is not at issue. 


[Question] Mr Minister, this DM10 billion is at issue indeed. If you simply desire to 
pay for the programs already ordered and if you take the increase rates stipulated under 
medium-term finance planning, you are short this DM10 billion. In the case of the 
Tornado plane, we already have a large deficit of more than DM] billion. If you take 
the other programs and add the increase in prices then consider what you have been allo- 
cated, we do arrive at a total of DM10 billion. It is a very simple account by your 
budget people. 





Answer] Well, Mr Schroeder, there is no sense in DER SPIEGEL or you telling me: Apel, 
you are wrong. You must acknowledge that these orders of magnitude are involved only if 
you use maximum yardsticks. I proceed from the assumption that the arms conference will 
come up with the result that this or that program cannot be implemented as desired and 
expected. But I do not assume that we are facing these orders of magnitude. They would 
not be manageable either. To be more specific, we will have to pay for the weapons systems 
ordered and introduce them. But these systems must not be taboo since it also must be pos- 
sible to ask whether a highly modern weapons system needs the higniy modern arms. So far, 
this has not been considered in the procurements. You can add up all sorts of th! 2s and 
then you can surely come up with a sum of DM10 billion. 
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But this is not the problem. The problem is to make it possible to pay for what has been 
ordered and, I admit, not to expect federal budgct increases as has been done for 10 or 
20 years that, should they materialize as expected, would solve the problems of the 
Bundeswehr and the federal defense minister. 


[Question] May I be allowed to follow up on this? If you say that our procurement pro- 
gtams will cost between DM55 and DM66 billion, every citizen will wonder what kind of 
estimates there are. After all, this mekes a difference cf DM11 billion. How does this 
come about? 


[Answer] Essentially, this is attributable to the fact that we definitely cannot forecast 
price increase rates very exactly. These weapons systems excel in having average price 
increase rates which range above the price increase rates of normal life, of the normal 
costs of living. Hence, it is impossible to tell exactly what prices will be like in 

the end. 


Let me add just another sentence. The figure designed to throw a scare into people which 
I quoted here is not a scare sum which will be payable and due by 1985; a large part of 
it will become due later. It is not true that the Tornado program to which you referred 
will be concluded by 1985. The plane will be introduced up to the end of the decade and 
what will then be imperative about this system in the way of its further development 

will come later. The same is true for other arms systems. After all, we will not have 
wound up the general new equipment program for the Bundeswehr by 1985, so that we can in- 
deed say that in this respect too, you can pian ahead in a half-way exact manner for only 
5 years. For the time thereafter, you must set expectations about which you cannot know 
exactly today whether it will be possible to fulfill them. This is why I instructed the 
planning people to plan with a lower range rather than setting expectations too high, 
otherwise we would be making the job too easy for ourselves. 


[Question] Mr Minister, do you expect the time to come when you no longer order what you 
would like to have to order? You mentioned alternatives. Are these alternatives of a 
budgetary nature or of a military nature? After all, these alternatives will have to in- 
clude all levels, the ordering party, meaning the military side, as well as industry, 
which will have to produce in a different way and at lower costs. Where do you see the 
end of the flagpole in financial respects, seeing as the personal costs burden the budget 
so greatly and the available maneuvering room is constantly narrowing. Where is the point 
where you will have to put up with a reduction in defense quality? 


[Answer] Mr Schneider, let me correct your question on one point, and then I will come 
back to the matter. Pwrsonnel costs certainly are a burden for us. But since we are a 
conscript army and because the low military pay is a burden to the young people, we al- 
ways have kept the procurement [as heard] part as low as 30 percent. That is the advan- 
tage of a conscript army. There are other advantages as well. The fresh spirit of the 
young people is important for an army. A professional army is naturally more expensive 
with regard to personnel costs. 


But let me return to your question. I would like to divide it into three parts. First, 
in the coming; years there will be little room for those who want to think along new and 
radical lines on armament. Frigates have been ordered for the navy. New track and 
wheeled vehicles have been ordered for the army, particularly tanks. Planes have been 
ordered for the air force. This brings me to the end. 


My predecessor determined these things. This is not a reproach. We must have this arms 
generation. We want them. They will be good and very modern arms. They must be finan- 
ced. Now, there will be little leeway. Later, however, and that is very important 
[Apel is interrupted] 


[Question] When will this later begin? 


[Answer] I think it will begin in the mid-80's because we will then have passed the 
financing problem, not in full but still to a certain extent. We will then face the 
decisive question of whether we could or should [order] a tactical fighter plane for the 
90's, something which would have to be designed now. Tornado production was initiated in 
1967. It will be introduced in 1980 and it creates financing problems for Apel. 
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Decisions must be made row, and I say, therefore, that I am not at all prepared to say 
yes to a tactical fighter plane because first of all alternatives must be examined. 
Second, it must be clarified whether we can afford this kind of financing. ‘his plane 


could cost a quarter of @ billion. 


I will give you another example where we have made -onsiderably more headway. The next 
generation of armored personnel carriers will not move on tracks but wheels. That will 
amount to just one third of the purchase costs and just a fragment of maintenance costs 
because the replacement of tracks is expensive. We also must think about ships. The 
navy will not be too happy to hear it. But since one can work with missiles deep into 
the Baltic Sea and since ships are expensive, one has to bring this up for radical dis- 
cussion. I say again that this is the phase to be handled after the financing of the 
current arms generation. But, Mr Schre jer, you are right in saying that the thinking 
must be done now. Preparatory decisions must be made in the next 24 months because 


otherwise we will lose contacts. 


[Question] Mr Apel, this discussion is important. Money is involved. Money probably 

will be very scarce for us because the growth rate probably will be zero in Europe. But 
I am a bit baffled by this whole discussion so far. Why do we pay all this? Must we do 
so? Who forces us to do so? Our American allies want us to make greater efforts. You 


say you want to fulfill them. Would you make the same efforts if there was not a demand 


by the Americans? 


[Answer] The arms being introduced in the three branches of the armed forces, the navy, 
air force and army, are in answer to the threat of the Warsaw Pact, particularly regard- 
ing the much-criticized Tornado plane. It is just the right answer to the threat, a 
conventional plane capable of carrying out missions. This has nothing at all to do with 
the Americans. It has something to do with the alliance and withour contribution. 


Let me now discuss the Americans. I am rather happy that the new administration 
apparently says, this is how I understood Al Haig at his hearings: Let us stop this 
silly figuring in percentages, let us take a better look at what is being done with the 
money. In 1981, we are well off. The budget will increase by about 4 percent and de- 
fense expenditures, including personnel costs, by about 6 percent. This is quite good. 


[Question] Mr Apel, the concern of the people in ail of Eurvpe is: Are we again in 
prewar times? We have lots of hotbeds of conflicts. You must discuss the matter of 
whether German tanks suddenly will be sent to Saudi Arabia. The Americans mention a 
scenario of threats, which certainly exists, the Russians are deployed around Poland. 

Do German citizens need to have more fears now than 1 year ago? That is the question 
behind the entire financing debate. Must we spend more money on defense? And, Mr Apel, 
thereby will the world become more dangerous? Wouldn't you rather say that it is better 
to disarm, while you publicly have to represent rearmament? 


[Answer] I object to the term rearmament, most definitely so. I am convinced, and it 
has been proved by German history, that the military balance between East and West in 
Europe, which was always unstable and unequal, that this balance went up and down [as 


heard]. 


[Question] Everybody looks at that the way he wants to. 


[Answer] There are certainly different ways of looking at it. But as a whole, we 
at this table probably agree that preservation of the military balance is one, one, 
prerequisite for peace in Europe on which policy, detente policy, can be based. The 
whole task is to maintain this precarious balance and to make the necessary means 
available within the framework of the possible. 
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But now comes the important point. He who tells people that this [balance] contains all 
the security does not tell them the truth. In the Third World, where I believe a decision 
also will be made, not military matters but development assistaiice will play a great role. 
It is part of the security policy. I am happy that development policy expenditures have 
grown much more than other expenditures. 


I would like to discuss something else which curtails my demands. If this country does 
not remain satisfied in social terms, which includes the creation of jobs, training of 
young people and all the things we call the social and economic network, the best army 
in the world will not help us much. This creates the need to tell the soldiers that we 
must achieve the optimum with the means at our disposal. You cannot demand everything. 
You must understand that we cannot (?make as many debts) as we want to from [words 
indistinct]. 


[Question] Would you admit, Mr Apel, that in the years to come more and more of the 
responsibility for security and by far the greatest part of costs will have to be handled 
by the Federal Republic alone, almost alone, and that thus the threat emanating from the 
Soviet Union will increase in a concentrated way vis-a-vis the Federal Republic? I just 
want to make the following clear: The Dutch do not want to station these missiles, nox 
do the Danes or the Belgians. We will have to bear all of this. 


I would like to take up the term pacifism. When it becomes known in 2 or 3 years where 
these missiles will be deployed, some of that already is known, don't you fear that this 
could create many small Gorleben incidents [public protests against nuclear powerplants]? 
Don't you have the impression that a mood is growing in the Federal Republic that could 
destroy all your plans so that one could not even adhere to the commitments to the 
Americans? 


[Answer] When you say we alone, I consider that slightly exaggerated. When I look at 
the bigger medium-size European powers here in central Europe, let us take particularly 
our French neighbors, one really cannot say that they are unwilling to spend money on 
defense. I have the feeling that in reality they will be spending more in 1981 than we 
will. But I agree with you very much on one point. There will be no development that 
will make NATO into an alliance with two or three countries besring the burdens, while 
the others are passive NATO members. 


[Question] Will there be a NATO of thac type? 


[Answer] There will be no NATO of that type. One must point out over and over again 
to our friends and neighbcis in Europe that they must bear some of the burden. 

Mr Schulze, I object to the sharpness of your remark. Our neighbors in The Netherlands 
are making quite remarkable achievements in the field of conventional defense. The 
question which ultimately comes up, namely, where do medium-range weapons go, has by 

no means been thoroughly discussed. I do not, by answering such questions, give any 
pretexts which might encourage those who say that we should move away from our share in 
the responsibility. It must be our German position that there be no such thing as an 
alliance divided into three parts: the United States, then a couple of medium powers 
including the Federal Republic and then many others which are affiliated and participate 
symbolically. This would spell doom and it also would spell the doom of West Europe. 


[Question] [Words indistinct] but that can also be wishful thinking. Because of the 
exaggerated way the question is posed, I would like to make a minor addition: The 
Catholic Church in The Netherlands urges the governing CDE [Christian Democratic Appeal] 
to adopt a resolution against stationing. Elections are upcoming in The Netherlands in 
the spring and in the Labor Party, your sister party as it were, decisions are under 
discussion concerning resignation from the NATO alliance. I believe that this develop- 
ment is downright dangerous and I am inclined to accuse you of underrating this. 
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[Answer] Whether you accuse me of it or not, what matters is for me as a politician, 

and I do bear responsibility for the Federal Republic of Germany, to seek to wage the 
debate with those having this attitude, which is 2uite honormble, in such a way that 

he will be talking with them on conditions of peace and security in Europe in such a 

way that they will understand us and that we will make it hard for them to dodge reality, 
without attacking their position. This is what irked me about the abbreviated reports 
from the cabinet giving the irpression that I wanted to call some people onto the carpet. 
This is not the point at all. I am expressly offering to conduct a controversial debate 
on conditions of safejuarding peace in Europe today. 


[Question] Mr Minister, I might pick up the word of pacifism again which you used in 
cabinet. After all, pacifism is not a (?fashion) which emerges by coincidence. It is 
the consequences, perhaps, of upbringing and habit, and possibly of the general politi- 
cal climate. Could it be that we have to make up for a considerable loss of ground in 
that respect, that we have neglected matters a little or a lot with respect to the 
realization that it is necessary to propagandize defense readiness and that this defense 
readiness is necessary? Did we not commit mistakes in this respect? 


[Answer] I believe, Mr Muehlfenzl, that this is a general problem which confronts us. 
The problem is that it is very difficult to make the highly complicated interconnec- 
tions, be it nuclear energy or security policy, even pension questions, so clear that a 
debate will ensue which will be a debate of equals, between the expert Hans Apel, who 
considers himself one, something that some people might contest, and the citizen across 
the table from me. This makes things very difficult and naturally leads to a point where 
the temptation to escape into emotion is quite great. 


This is why we, the defense politicians, must now wage the debate in a different way, 
namely, saying that article one of the basic law provides that man's dignity is 
unimpeachable. It is our task to ensure this and to ensure the whole series of rights 
and liberties of the people. How do we do this anyway? How do we propose to ensure the 
German people's self-determination? This requires an armed force, an army, a NATO which 
will ensure the German people's right to self-determination without threatening anyone, 
without being aggressive. 


[Question] That need not necessarily be so. 


[Answer] This has to be that way, begging your pardon. You know, looking at it on a 
long-term basis all of us will be dead, said one of my economics teachers once, and 
unfortunately he is right. But in the present situation, Mr Schroeder, I am convinced 
that it is a good thing to be in an alliance, not to threaten anyone, offering arms 
control and saying: All we want is to implement our right to self-determination, keep 
our dignity unimpeachable, and, therefore, service in the Bundeswehr is service to 
peace. Yet I am prepared, Mr Schroeder, to take seriously and also to debate with 
anybody who says: I arrive at a different result out of Christian conviction and on 
the basis of the sermcn on the mount. 


In the near future, I wili have again what I often have, namely, a meeting dealing with 
the question can a Christian, which I consider myself to be, fill the post of defense 
minister? The sernnon on the mount: I also am prepared seriously to wage that debate. 
[Question] In your party, too, pacifism has a tradition, a good tradition. 


[Answer] This is perfectly alright, is it not? 


[Question] And this does not cause you any problems? 


[Answer] You know, the Social Democrat is a difficult party. I have been affiliated 

with this party for 25 years now and I am proud of it, really. The highly controversial 
debates that need to be waged, be on nuclear energy or on humanizing jobs, or even on 
questions concerning security policy, must be controversially waged, because the simple 
answers are really too simple. What is decisive to me ultimately is that my party backs 

me and the policy I pursue. I am too old to adapt opportunistic ways. Surely, a time will 
then come when the party will say: This is not the way it should be handled. 
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[Question] What you have said so far is a bit simple. I am not affiliated with your 
party, yet I cannot but take up tne catchword of nuclear energy. Looking across the 
Rhine, I find that the French without any great excitement or great debate have been 
covering a considerable percentage of their energy requirements from nuclear energy. 
We quarrel for years, and will for years to come, over nuclear energy installations to 
be set up which run up against reservations in your party. And you go and say you 
consider nuclear energy necessary, and so do I. But tell me, please, where is the end 
vf it, where will we go from here with the realities and [words indistinct]? 


[Answer] As far as I am concerned, Mr Muehlfenzl, we might well debate nuclear energy. 

I am well prepared for such a debate as I have just come from Hamburg where we talked 
about Brokdorf for quite some time. Let me say just one sentence on this. The political 
will-forming processes, be they in the CSU in Bavaria along the lines of do we want to 
have an interim storage here, or be they among the Social Democrats in northern Germany, 
they constitute important elements, to be sure. But the progress in this field which I 
desire, as you do, is <urrently essentially being halted by German courts and by nobody 
else. 


[Question] I would like to return to counterarming and the debate on counterarming, 
the catchword being the SPD, your party. There is a qualified opposition, a minority, 
against this counterarming decision. They call into question .he decision of the SPD 
party congress of December 1979 with the argument that the decisions are no longer 
valid because the United States has not ratified the SALT II treaty. This is one of 
the justifications used by the opposition. My question is this: Will the opinion of 
this minority affect the official government policy and the decisions made by this 
government ? 





[Answer] We will have to debate this with our fellow party members. Our party's next 
congress will be held in the spring of 1982. This will be a central topic of the party 
congress. Anybody who, like the chancellor, myself, and I think the entire government, 
seriously wants arms control must also want the counterarming decision in both its parts. 
In other words, it is my conviction that we will attain arms control and arms limitation 
on the basis of equality of forces on both sides only if we also have the firm will to 
implement the counterarming decision for as long as no results of arms control are 
available. 


[Question] A supplementary question on this point: Retired General Bastian currertly 
claims in public that the Soviet's SS-20 medium-range missile carries only one wartead, 
that this reduces the dimension of the threat by one third at least, meaning simul- 
taneously that the counterarming decision actually will not be necessary because the 
Western, the NATO, potential is actually still sufficient. Is this objectively correct? 


[Answer] I think it is objectively wrong and this is not the problem either. The 
problem is that the Soviet's statement is correct that they have not increased the 
number of rocket launchers. But they have basically enhanced the quality and they have 
increased the number of warheads on each missile. If at the same time, our potential 
quickly grows obsolete, essentially this involves airplanes which are constantly less 
capable of making deterrence credible, then there are indeed considerable leads in 
quality here which, by the way, continue to develop further because the Soviet Union 
unerringly continues its program of building up its potential. 


[Question] You always have said that the counterarming decision was an offer of simul- 
taneous negotiations with no wrapping paper, no Christmas paper. Now, following the 
initial hearings of the new secretaries of the Reagan administration, we find that it 
was meant to be wrapping paper after all. SALT will not be discussed for at least 6 
months. Clearly, priority is being given to military strength. The coming pressure 
will force you to add more. How do you plan to handle that when you have hardly 
managed to handle the current situation? How do you plan to handle the difficulties 

in your party, which I understand to a certain extent? 
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[Answer] First, I would like to comment on the decision to close the arms gap. This 

is not a monetary problem because these are not European but American arms. I must state 
here that I understand some of the remarks of my fellow party members very well. But 

they ought to understand the situation the United States is in. First, immediately after 
the Brussels decision, a serious and credible attempt was made by the Americans to enter 
arms control negotiations. The Soviets let many, many months pass. The federal chancellor 
had to visit in May or June last year, I think it was June, to make a begir ing. Then 

it was October of last year before preparatory talks began. 


[Question] And now they have almost failed again. 
[Answer] One must keep in mind who let almost 1 year pass. 
[Question] Namely, the Soviet Union. 


[Answer] I will be finished in just a minute. And now there has been a second event in 
the meantime, namely, Afghanistan. It has nothing immediate to do with SALT II, but it 
certainly has changed our perception, our awareness. There is a new administration now. 
This administration presently isc formulating its own iis... I would consider it most 
unwise to speak loudly in such a situation, as if we wanted to dissociate ourselves from 
NATO decisions. No, we do not want to do that. We say that there are two sides to each 
coin. An old NATO principle says: Balance of military strength to be achieved if pos- 
sible through arms control. This must remain as it is. 


[Question] The new administration demands more ‘rom us than was done before, more not 
less. 


[Answer] Not in the field of medium-range missiles. Mr Schroeder, it may be that they 
demand more in other fields, out so far there has been no quantification permitting us 
to say: You, the German taxpayer, will have to iace new demands running into billions. 


[Question] Mr Minister, may I introduce another question which may not be so decisive 
for our discussion, but which is of public interest. How about the possibility that 
the financial bind could be reduced somewhat by Saudi Arabia's buying German tanks? 
What do you say to that? 


[Answer] Mr Muehlfenzl, I am not prepared to comment on that. The Federal Cabinet and 
the Federal Security Council have not decided on that in any way which would give reason 
to comment on such a question. I think that such highly political questions ought to 
be reserved for the federal chancellor. This will have to be discussed most thoroughly. 
We know that German arms production in this field is first rate. This does not give us 
the right or even the duty to become the world's No 1 arms exporter. So far we found 
enough for our skilled workers to do in other areas of production. Skilled workers 
will be scarce even in the current recession. That is one of the great problems. 


[Question] Mr Apel, as of 20 January, such people as Reagan and Al Haig will not be 
there purely as individuals, they will be supported by a broad trend of American public 
opinion. The Americans have become more aggressive. Could you imagine an independent 
German defense policy coming about? Could you imagine in case of greater difficulties 
with the Americans, that we might have an independent European defense community? It 
seems to be rather clear that the Americans have other interests in significant fields 
than the Europeans who depend considerably more on their relations with the Eastern 
bloc? 


[Answer] An independent German or even European defense policy never existed. Even 
detente policy was only acceptable in consensus with our neighbors. One of the reasons 
for the failure of the CDU-FDP coalition was the fact that others had thought further 
in these fields and had made more progress so that we were holding things back. So no 
such autonomous policy existed. It will not exist in the future either. 
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But now comes the important point: If we want to introduce European interests into the 
policy of the American superpower, we need first of all solidarity and friendship with 
it. One does not listen to somebody who ‘s not one's friend. This will be an art, if 

I may say so, to achieve again what was achieved in past years--linkiss ©uropean matters, 
‘eginnings and necessities in such a way that solidarity is preserved. We have made a 
waber of contributions to this in the past year. In the ead we were one of the few who 
did not appear at the Moscow Olympics. I see no extreme problems here. 


I am very reassured by the fact that a number of politicians will enter this administra- 
tion who know Europe very well and who have very good relations with it. Be it Walter 
Stoesse!, the present ambassador in our country, or Al Haig, these are people who know 
what Europe thinks and what it needs. 


[Question] And what it can achieve. This is what they will demand. 


[Answer] That is quite clear, Mr Schroeder. But may I add that if security policy is 
to be defined the way I define it--defense, detente, development aid, social security-- 
help in the European Community is very important. One can make fun of the agricultural 
policy, I like to do it, but it is part of preserving the social structures in Italy, 
Ireland and elsewhere. If one puts all this on the scales, one will see that we Federal 
Germans do not need to be ashamed. 


[Question] The new Pentagon chief, your future colleague Caspar Weinberger, has already 
signalled something that was assumed here, namely, that the Americans will not reintro- 
duce conscription. This means for us that we cannot expect assistance from this area 
with regard to the possibly intensified tasks mentioned by Martin Schulze. Everybody 

in this country knows that as of 1985 the number of possible conscripts will decrease 
radically. There may be some things that can be done about it, such as extending basic 
military service or drafting women. This would call for a change in the basic law, in 
article 12 A. What considerations exist in this respect’? Considerations mwst be made 
now. 


[Answer] You do not expect me to comment on compulsovy military service in the United 
States, I gathered that much from your question. This is not called for, it ought to 
be thoroughly discussed with our American colleagues. Our difficulties will come up not 
in 1985, but probably in 1987. I admit that one cannot postpone the issue indefinitely. 
What can really be done? First, and this belongs to the debate on the medium-term 
structure of the Bundeswehr, we must think about whether we have to cope with all the 
current tasks we now have in the interest of fully preserving the defense ability of 

the West. One must be able to think along radical lines, not leftist or rightist, but 
radical with regard to the root. A mixture of possibilities still remain. 


I would like to mention just a few: Some of the tasks can be handled by civilians. We 
w'll have to discuss a possible prolongation of military service. We will have to 
discuss whether women can be used voluntarily in noncombat units such ar transport 
fliers or in telecommunications. The basic law need not be changed in tnis respect, 
not in this respect. 


[Question] Armed service alone is banned. 

[Answer] Correct. And since none vf us has in mind compulsory military service for 
women or their action in combat units, this would be a possibility. 1 admit, however, 
that this would create great problems for me as an individual as well as an official. 
I would get very hard words from the conservatives as well as from the leftists. 


[Question] The question is whether you will survive these months. [laughter] 


[Answer] A (?justified) question, Mr Schroeder, but in contrast to you I can be 
terminated any day. [laughter] 
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[Question] Mr Minister, the federal chancellor announced several times in past years 
that we gust strive for political solutions beyond the continual counting of tanks, as he 
put it. This means achieving such solutions as arms limitation and [word indistinct] 
negotiations in the Vienna MBFR talks. How will these things proceed? 


[Answei] Very hesitantly, very difficult, and regrettably there is not much impetus at 
present. 


[Question] Why is that so? 


[Answer] There are a number of political-psychological framework conditions which do not 
simplify matters. The conflicts outside Europe bring influence to bear on it, too. 
Afghanistan certainly also has an effect. There is the question of how matters will 
develop in Moscow, how matters will develop in Eastern Europe. There will be a change in 
the American administration. But if I may return to what we can intruduce into the 
alliance--Martin Schulze has asked about it--i would say that our great interest in the 
continuation of all these negotiating rounds must be obvious, not for emphasis, but as 
an element of West German policy within the framework of the alliance. 


[Question] Mr Apel, you pointed out twice--once by hinting at it and once by saying it 
clearly--that it is the fault of the Soviet Union that some things did not take place 
with regerd to disarmament talks. You must have a thesis or theory about why that is 
the case. Why was it so? 


[Answer] Mr Schulze, this is something I do not like. That is, for a responsible 
minister to join the Kremlin astrologers. I am in favor of acknowledging facts. I 
described a fact, namely NATO's dual decision of December 1979, an immediate offer to 
negotiate on these arms through the Americans. Then there was long hesitancy, well into 
October 1980 before matters got going. This date has a significance. If 1 am supposed 
to begin to speculate why this is so, I would get carried away. It is my task to find 
an answer to such developments. The answer is: Since the balance of military forces is 
the prerequisite of our policy, the balance must be safeguarded. I am convinced that if 
we can explain this in a credible way to the Soviet Union, it will be interested, to- 
gether with us, in arms limitation. 


|Question] Could it possibly be corvect that both superpowers, the Soviet Union and the 
United States, are not so unhappy *ooat each other because they are two conservative 
powers, because they want to get their respective alliance partners somewhat better under 
control? 


[Answer] I cannot speak on behalf of the Soviet Union, but I can speak on behalf of the 
West inasmuch as there is a fundamental difference between the alliance systems. One of 
them is an alliance of sovereign states, while the other is an alliance of another 
quality. The American policy, therefore, is certainly not aimed at getting us under 
control or calling us to order. Quite the contrary, what Al Haig said was most impres- 
sive. We said: I will pretend that Helmut Schmidt is sit ing here, and then he argued 
very impressively. 


[Question] Yes, yes, but then came the demand. 


[Moderator] I would like to say that we have just 4 minutes more to go. Maybe some 
short questions and some short answers. 


[Question] Two quick questions: Will the neutron weapon issue reappear once the former 
NATO commander in chief becomes U.S. secretary of state’ Second, do you think that 
within the foreseeable future, maybe within 1 year, SALT II will be ratified after all 
by the U.S. Congress” 


[Answer] I see no reason to assume at present that the debate on the neutron weapon will 
be revived in the foreseeable future, but | am not a prophet. I must fear that SALT II 
will not be ratified so quickly, although many American military men, as vell as my 
friend, the U.S. secretary of state-designate, are convinced that ratification would 
service American interests. I cannot bring political influence to bear here. 
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[Question] No, I just laughed a bit when you said, my ‘tiend. You had quite some 
clashes with him when he was NATO commander in chief. [laughter] 


[Answer] All my friends have occasional problems with me. 


[Question] That was at your first appearance. Mr Apel, can you tell our audience 
roughly what we will face in 1981, this year? What conflicts and burdens do you expect? 


[Answer] Well, I am under .ne impression that we stand on the threshold of one of the 
most difficult years of all. I have had several posts in the Federal Government since 
1972, and I believe that this will be the most difficult year. 


[Question] What might happen’ 


[Answer] The economic problems are immense. The energy problems are open and must be 
debated. In my own sphere there are enough possibilities for conflict outside Europe 
which could bring influence to bear on Europe. My answer is: Frank debates with the 
people on the problems, covering up nothing--it does not make sense to do so. But one 
must mot say hat one has a solution for everything. Frank talks must also be heid with 
those who say they do not want our defense policy. But one must particularly talk with 
everyone, in the East and in the West, in such a way that we will realize that we can 
safeguard peace only together--with our membership in the alliance being clear. 


[Question] So is that a confirmation of the ailiance and its mission’ 

[Answer] Confirmation of the alliance and its mission--on the contrary--the alliance 
as the basis of German policy. But that must not be understood as if there were no 
neighbors in Eastern Europe who are significant for our peace and our future. Please 
take notice of the fact that we are a divided nation with all the problems that brings. 
This must be introduced into Western policy. 

[Question] So it does not mean: Take the hat off and put the helmet on? 


[Answer] I have neither a hat, nor will I ever put a helmet on. 


[Moderator] That's a final word to ponder on, Mr Minister. I thank you for your 
willingness to answer our questions, I thank my colleagues for the questions and 
time, and you, laaies and gentlemen, for you. interest. Good evening. 
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GOVERNMENT ENDS ECONOMIC SANCTIONS ACAINST IRAN 





NC212041 Paris AFP in English 2022 GMT 21 Jan 81 


[Text] Paris, 21 Jan (AFP)--The French Government today began dismantling its economic 
sanctions against Iran, it was learned here today. 


An Economy Ministry source said regulations are being devised for the abolition of a 
decree last May prohibiting export of goods, except food, medical equipment and medicines, 
to Iran. Contracts concluded before the U.S. Embassy take-over in Tehran were not affected. 


Meanwhile, the Norwegian and Dutch Governments also announced the end to their economic 
sanctions in response to the taking of the American hostages last year. Britain earlier 
announced that its sanctions would end at midnight. 


MAPCHAIS 12 JAN REPORT TO PCF (i NTRAL COMMITTEE 





LD200801 Paris L'HUMANITE in French 14 Jan 81 pp 4-6 





[PCF Secretary General Georges Marchais’ report to the PCF Cenical Committee on 12 January. ] 


[Excerpts] The following is the text of the report submitted by PCF Secretary General 
Georges Marchais to the Central Committee: 


There are now just over 3 months to go before the presidentialelection. The object of 
our meeting and of this report is naturally to review our campaign and take all the neces- 
sary decisions for extending it in the coming weeks and making the whole party's work as 
efficient as possible. 


The Conditions for the Presidential Election Campaign 


To do that we must first never lose siht of the current political situation, the signi- 
ficance of the current intensification of the class struggle and the place which the 
various political forces have in it. I would like to review these questions in the 
first part of this report. 


To take up an expression which we have already used, I would say that the situation in 
which we are fighting the Presidential election battle is not the same as the situation 
in 1974 or 1969, not to mention earlier dates. This is 1981. 


The most recent events confirm the detailed analysis which we made at our 234 Congress. 
I would like to mention the three most significant elements in that analysis. 


First element: The seventies, through which we have just live“, were undoubtedly charac- 
terized by new and at times spectacular progress by the workers, democratic and national 
forces in the world. That progress was made in close liaison with the extension of the 
crisis in capital's system of domination and exploitation. Suffice it to mention in 
this connection the Vietnamese people's victory, the peoples’ assertion of their will 

to have control over their own resources, the disappearance of the last fascist dicta- 
torships in Europe and the rise of the struggle for sweeping democratic changes, notably 
in countries like Italy and France. 


Second element: In this period capital's forces obviously did not sit back and watch 
that development. 


To put it more precisely, they made new and large-scale efforts, especially from 1974-1975, 
to turn the tide, launching what we rightly called a veritable counteroffeneive. 
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The means used were diverse: widespread use of austerity and unemployment; redeplovment 
of gultinational trusts to sources of higher profits; massive use of public finance, and 
currency instability, speculation, inflation and trade inequality; attempts to speed up 
the process of integrating national economies into units dominated by multinational firms 
and of strengthening Atlantic solidarity, under U.S. leadership; revival of the arms race 
and impeding the detente process and the ideological war agairs=i progressive forces and 
values. 


Forced to carry out that enterprise in the framework of a world balance of forces modi- 
fied against them, and being unable, in those circumstances, to resort at will to the 
crudest methods of domination, capital's forces stepped up their pressures to secure 
political powers in the various countries which are in a position to implement the de- 
sired policy. The Socialist International, dominated by the SPD, has played and is 
playing an essential role in this context. 


Third element: We are now observing the extent of those efforts made by imperialism 
with some degree of hindsight. 


It should, however, be noted--and this is very important--that those efforts are also 
limited. The balance of forces has not been modified in the ruling bourgeoisies’ favor. 
Many recent events demonstrate this, notably the victories won by the peoples of Iran, 
Nicaragua and Afghanistan, Kampuchea'’s rebirth, the evolution of the situation in Chad 
or the national forces’ offensive in El Salvador. We will not return to the thirties 
or even the fifties. No amount of noise and fuss should make us lose sight of that 
fundamental fact. 


Naturally there must be a struggle, and initiatives to unite the peaceful, progressive, 
revolutionary forces in action and on the basis of objectives corresponding to the 
workers’ and peoples’ interests and to the possibilities of our time. 


For there are dangers. 


For instance, the arms race is fraught with dangers and is considerably curbing the 
peoples’ progress toward a better standard of living and toward the solution of the 
problems which mankind is facing. Every effort should be made to defeat imperialism's 
aggressive machinations, to boost international detente and peaceful coexistence and to 
move toward effective disarmament measures. The battle has grown more difficult in the 
present period but the means of making progress do exist, provided we raise our effort 
to the level required by the circumstances. 


It is essentially in this way and in this overall context that the situation in our 
country should be assessed. 


Faced with the rise of the people's movement, the French bourgeoisie--backed by capital's 
international forces, essentially American and West German--has done all it can to safe- 
guard its power and its exploitation system. Thanks to the PS' abandonment of its joint 
program pledges and the leftwing union, if has succeeded in doing so. In these conditions 
it has been able to pursue, and even stip up in the most recent period, its policy of 
austerity, redeployment and national abandonment. 


However, that policy is encountering bitter resistance from a major section of the workers 
in cities and rural districts. The struggles are numerous, diversified and combative. 


Over the months and throughout the various events the PS leaders have adopted stances 
whose convergence with the government and rightwing forces stances is striking. 
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The PS‘ Real Positions 


In their economic proposals they have abandoned the idea of reviving the people's 
consumption as the priority in a new policy, replacing it with the revival of invest- 
ments. This means abandoning some wage demands and giving increased aid to the 
employers. That is exactly what Barre advocates. The PS leaders are also advocating 
acceptance of job mobility and capitalist redeployment provided it is done “gently.” 
In the European bodies they are taking part in drawing up plans to dismantle whole 
sectors of our industry and are supporting common market expansion, which would have 
disastrous effects on our economy. In these conditions it is not surprising that 
they oppose social struggles, as Francois Mitterrand did, calling for calm and a wait- 
and-see attitude and attacking the COT’s activity That attitude is also be’ ng taken 
by the socialists who lead some trade wnion federations such as the Workerd Force, the 
CFDT or the National Education Federation. We are now even seeing socialist repre- 
sentatives using repression against struggling workers and communist militants. That 
brings back bad memories. 


In the international policy sphere the socialist leaders are cc lling for European 
integration and the abawdonment of national sovereignty to be speeded up, for the 
Atlantic alliance to be strengthened and for fiercer confrontation with the Soviet Union. 
They approve of the manufacture of the neutron bomb and support the deploynent of U.S. 
nuclear missiles in Europe. They support the annexation of the Veet Bank and Jerusalem 
by the Israeli Government. They have just expressed their concern over events in Chad 
in virtually the same terms as Giscard's foreign minister. The destinations chosen by 
Francois Mitterrand for his pre-election travels are highly significant in confirming 
all that: Washington, Jerusalem, and Beijing. Probably the first result of the pilgrin- 
age to the other side of the Atlantic is an article in this week's edition of L'UNITE 
which dares to write, and I quote, “The record of Carter's mandate for democracy in 
Latin America is relatively positive.” 


The similarity in the policy lines followed by the right and the PS--as I have already 
noted--has been complemented by the establishment of direct contacts between the RPR 
and the PS--contacts which, as the recent by-elections demonstrated, are not purely a 
matter of forms. Furthermore, the PS leaders are already indicating that the RPR could 
join a possible PS government after the presidential election. 


Meanwhile Pierre Mauroy has been establishing a “republican dialogue” with Giscard 
d*Estaing and strange arrangements between the UDF and socialists have arisen in some 
oy~elections. 


Faced with all these facts, because they are strictly facts, leftists who had sincerely 
believed in PS renewal after Epinay are shocked and surprised at the rapidity and 
serious nature of this swing to the right. They are wondering whether the policy which 
Francois Mitterrand might implement on that basis would bring any change even if it did 
not make things worse. This is an important question which deserves further con- 
sideration. 


The Lessons To Be Learned From Experience 


It so happens that 25 years ago, almost to the day, an election was held which returned 
a leftwing majority to the National Assembly. Although it is true that the situation 
at that time was considerably different from the present situation, a review of the 
facts is importent for our consideration. 


While the war in Algeria was continuing, the PS leaders, allied to the radicals and a 
Gaullist party to form a “republican front,” had promised to make peace and adopt a 
different policy. The communists were, of course, campaigning for that. Then came 

the 2 January 1956 election victory. A great wave of hope swept the country and enabled 
the left to win. 
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Iamediately the PS leaders ruled out the possibility of including communists in the govern- 
ment. However the communists had enough good wili to support the republican front leaders 
in their efforts to form a government alone and they even went so far as to vote ‘or it to 
be given full powers. 


Fverybody knows what the result was: the implementation of a policy which the right alone 
was no longer able to implement-~all-out war and the repression of the struggles launched 
by the vorkers and young people in France. At the end of all that, afier 2 years, 
democratic change was set aside for a long time owing to the nation's great disappointment 
and demoralization, the development of a strong antiparliamentarian and antidemocratic 
trend and the abrupt swing to the right following the putsch of 13 May 1958. 


Of course, that was 25 years ago and the workers’ and democratic struggles nave led to 
concret~ achievements and achievements regarding people's awareness. 


“Tripartite Consensus” for Clampdown 


However, the men who bore most responsibility at that time are still here: Francois 
Mitterrand, Chaban-Delmas and Gaston Defferre. Above all, there is a lesson to be learned 
from that experience and PS behavior since 1977 shows that it still essentially valid. 

In times when the class struggle grows fiercer, owing to its nature and under pressure 
from the bourgeoisie and also when the people's movement does not have the strength and 
influence required, the PS agrees to act as a backup or replacement for the right in safe- 
guarding capital's domination and ensuring the continuation or even the aggravation of 


its policy. 


Who can honestly claim that Francois Mitterrand has not now placed himself in a position to 
play that role? 


It must be remembered that virtually since 1968 the bourgeoisie has been forced to imple- 
ment its policy with a government resting on a narrow foundation and whose existence is 
fought at each election. It must be remembered that, because of this situation, the 
bourgeoisie was forced to include all rightwing forces in the majority coalition as from 
1974. It no longer has any reserves on that side and its problem has, moreover, not really 
beer solved. It therefore wishes to expand the basis of support for its policy and all 

the rightwing forces are not adequate to do that; it needs PS help. There is no in- 
consistency in the fact that the bourgeoisie is behind Giscard d'Estaing and at the same 
time--as the attitude taken by the main sections of the media shows--is exploiting the petty 
political maneuvers by the PS and RPR leaders. 


The aim of this vast political operation is clear: “to channel discontent into a blind 
alley, to avoid change and to establish, in one form or another, lasting cooperaiion 
between the entire right and the PS with a view to ensuring the continuation and agegra- 
vation of capital's policy. 


Together For Muzzled Campaign 


It should be noted that this “tripartite consensus” has already begun to operate, even 
though it is still doing so within certain limits. 


Aside from the fact, which already has been noted, that the PS is encouraging the imle- 
mentation of the austerity policy by curbing struggles, I will give two examples. First 
example: There is a tripartite consensus to try and make the presidential election 
campaign a muzzled campaign, a rump campaign, by dodging the fundamental political debate 
on the major isswes of concern ‘to the country. 


Giscard d'’Estaing is pretending to ignore the presidential election but at the same time 
he is campaigning by creeping around handing out candies. According to the latest 
reports, he will wait until March before officially declaring his candidacy. 
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Jacques Chirac is registered but absent. It seems tnat he is waiting until February 
while taking care to have his political friends compose hymns of praise to him. 


Francois Mitterrand, moreover, is using such a crafty procedure that he is a candidate 
and not a candidate at the same time. Meanwhile, he is traveling. 


In keeping with this petty political operation, the main sections of the media are using 
opinion polls to lend weight to the idea that there are in fact only two serious candi- 
dates who will definitely still be in the running in the second round, although neither 
has yet clearly announced his candidacy. 


What a caricature of democracy. What disdain for the French people, to whom an attempt 
is being made to deny the right to reliable information about the record and stances of 
the various candidates and the right to freely choose their candidate! 


It is clear that this procedure is also aimed at preventing change. 
Together in Anticommunism 


Second example: There is a tripartite consensus in anticommunism. Our party, together 
with the CCT in the trade union sphere, is the target of viclent attacks from both the 
right and the PS. The main channels of the media readily act as vehicles for this with 
complete accord. 


Full-scale operations are being mounted and carried out, operations in the military sense 
of the word with all the organization, coordination and intensity which that implies. The 
most varied events in national and international life are being used to this effect, being 
treated in such a way as to distort them, present them in the desired light and disguise 
the reality of the problems when lies and falsification are not being directly used. 


We have just seen an example of this with the Saint-Muir affair [reference to PCF mayor's 
opposition to transfer of immigrants to his district] to which I wiil return. 


However, we can mention the constant harping on the events in Poland, and that has been 
going on for 6 months now. The French receive full information on the slightest demon- 
stration of anger by a few dozen workers in the depths of Poland but they hear nothing 
about the suffering and struggles of hundreds of thousands of French workers who have 
been occupying their factories, defending their rights, sometimes forced to resort to a 
hunger strike as in the Paris Transport Authority workshops in Championnet, Paris. 





I would like to add an example which illustrates the systematic and deliberate nature of 
those attacks. 


For months, CFDT leaders in the Loire district have urged the idea of forming a workers’ 
cooperative at Manfrance [French company due for closure]. There was reason to think 
that CGT cadres' initiative to form that cooperative would meet with a warm welcome from 
the CFDT leaders. Well, exactly the opposite happened, the CGT just had to decide to 
suggest and support the creation of cooperative--with the communists’ support--for the 
CFDT to immediately find as many ludicrous faults as possible. 


There are other examples which show that the CFDT leaders seize any pretext and will 
even contradict their previous statements to try and undermine us, in keeping with their 
move to a central position. 


This fact alone shows that the extent and current bitterness of the anticommunist attacks 
cannot be explained by some alteration in our strategy, an alteration which only exists 
in the imagination of our critics. Nor can the cause be tcund in the fact that the 
bourgeoisie is now in a position to do what it likes. 
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In fact, because it makes a crucial contribution to defending the workers’ interests and 
to the struggle for change, our party constitutes the main and decisive obstacle to the 
realization of capital's plans and more especially to the political operation which I 
mentioned. This obstacle is all the more annoying because of the crisis and the problems 
which it poses for the bourgeoisie. 


The Main Stake in the 26 April Poll 


Moreover, this is why it has become a fundamental objective for the bourgeoisie to weaken 
our party and relegate it to the side-lines. It was no accident that Francois Mitterrand 
said, the day after the joint program was signed, that the only reason he had made this 
move was to “obtain 3 million Communist Party votes." It was no accident that Giscard 
d'Estaing declared on 16 May 1974, and I quote: “One of the objectives I would pursue if 
elected would be to ensure that the Communist Party's electoral support declined 
appreciably in France.... If the Communist Party ever represented say 15 percent of 
voters, the French pcelitical situation would be altogether changed.... The problem of 
Socialist participation in a majority would arise then... A president of the Republic 
can perfectly well envisage and pave the way for Socialist participation in a majority." 


That was 7 years ago, and Giscard has not been able to reduce the Communist Party to an 
insignificant role any more than Francois Mitterrand has. They have failed. 


Small wender that, given the country's situation and the approach of the presidential 
election, in which their objective is that which I have recalled, they are trying to 
achieve what they have been unable so far as to achieve by intensifying still further 
their attacks on us. And anticommunism, it must be remembered, is the vanguard of the 
attack on the working people and the nation. 


Yes, their desperation, the current sharpening of the class struggle is a measure of the 
bourgeoisie's difficulties and failures. It reflects the importance of what is at stake. 
In a way it confirms our party's original and crucial role in the struggle for change. 


That is why it is right to say that in point of fact the thing that will, above all, 
attract attention in the 26 April poll, the thing that will constitute the main stake in 
that poll will be the size of the support rallying around the communist candidate. 


It is the bourgeoisie's prime objective to weaken our party, because that is the way to 
eliminate the principal obstacle to establishing a political arrangement--whose terms and 
conditions perhaps remain to be defined--for which the bourgeoisie could count on all 
other political forces, insofar as the Communist RBarty would carry insufficient weight. 


Conversely, achieving the broadest possible grouping around the communist candidate will 
give the working people--whatever the circumstances and the men--a solid prop, a major 
trump in order to defend their interests, bar the way to capital's underhanded attack 
and pave the way for real change. 


Our whole campaign is aimed and must be aimed at facilitating this rallying of support 
on 26 April. 


Our Orientation 


It is 3 wenths now since we launched this campaign. It may be said to have made a good 
start and is meeting with a profound response. Indeed, since the national conference 
we have adopted various initiatives--first and foremost the publication of the struggle 
plan--which have all been crowned with success. There have been 24 people's meetings, 
involving 220,000 people. The latest, in Paris on 19 December, indicates a power and 
militancy which, I believe, may be said to be growing. 
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Over these 3 months the entire party has launched great activity--Gaston Plissonnier will 
come back to this. I will only mention: 300,000 copies of L"ESPOIR AU PRESENT have been 
published and paid for, 21,000 people have joined the party (as against 15,000 in the 
same period last year), 10,000 new readers for L*HUMANITE DIMANCHE, and 1,328 million old 
francs collected in subscriptions. Not to mention all the other diverse activities. 


This attests to the good health, dynamism and confidence of our party and its capacity 
for initiative and action. 


We Are Heard Because We Speak the Truth 


These good results--only the first results, because we are to go further and higher-- 
obviously we owe these results to what makes our party unique in French political life, 
to its capacity to go beyond the workers’ concerns and demands by bringing them, in words 
and deeds, answers which no other political force proposes. We have chosen clarity, 
frankness, courage, struggle and confidence in the future. 


We are heard, and we czm and will be heard still more widely, because we speak the truth, 
because working men and women need what we offer them, what we alone bring them. 


We reject the idea of a world subject to misfortune and moving toward the abyss. 


We reject the idea of a predetermined crisis allegedly coming from elsewhere, against 
which nothing can be done. 


We say no, categorically no, to unemployment, to a high cost of living, to injustice, to 
a decline in freedoms, to national decline. 


We say no, categorically no, to the game of those politicians who want a muzzled campaign, 
an illusory election and a bitter outcome for the workers. 


We say yes to the struggle to defend the rights, the life of working people and their 
families. 


We say yes to change. Yes to a job for everyone, to more humane labor, to justice, 
liberty for all, security, fraternity. Yes to a new growth for France, its economy, its 
culture and its people. Yes to an independent, strong France, speaking in its own voice, 
not aligned with any bloc, having the ability to play a more active part, in this moving, 
changing world, in the service of peace, disarmament, justice and friendship in relations 
between natiors. 


And we assert, we demonstrate, that all this is possible, on condition that the evil is 
attacked at the roots. 


To this end, we rely on the initiative and responsibility of working people, of the 
citizens themselves. 


That, in essence, is the entire meaning of the struggle plan and of our 131 proposais. 


The Only Way Toward Change 


What we are proposing is certainly not easy. But taking the easy way out means giving 
up. Whether we like it or not, whatever tempting disguises may be adopted, taking the 
easy way out means submitting to the demands of capital. 
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Either we must submit and agree to plunge ourselves into difficulties, crisis and ad- 
venture or we must fight to defend every inch of the way the interests, rights and posi- 
tions of the working people, all the people's masses, and to find a positive way out of 
the crisis. 


Those are the alternatives. We propose struggle. Today, it is, indeed, the only way, 
the only prospect which offers the working people p. ogress, hope and change. 


Our course, as we have said, is in no way a last resort, a palliative or a withdrawal. 

We have considered the experience of the past. We observe economic, social and political 
reality and we bring to the problems raised substantiated, clear, attacking answers, 
together with the will go to forward. And the conviction that speaking and acting as we 
do, while standing firmly on class grounds, is the only way of advancing. 


You only have to look at real facts to become convinced of this. 


I said just now that it was a question of an attacking line, looking toward the future, 
the only way to open the road to change, starting from a realistic viewpoint. 


Yes, it is only in this battle, by rallying the forces of change around clear and well- 
founded objectives, that a popular movement can be built capable of imposing it. It will 
not be achieved by way of unprincipled electoral combinations or by deals among chiefs 
of staff, as proposed by the small groups playing the role of Francois Mitterrand's 
touts. Our 23d congress was perfectly clear on this basic question. 


In effect, what we want is intangible. We want to go forward toward democratic change 
and achieve in the struggle to gain acceptance for it a majority popular rally, a new 
more solid and more durable left union. 


We want to go further still, to extend this change by an original democratic path, which 
does not mean without a struggle, toward a French-style socialism which is itself demo- 
cratic. 


There is nothing in our attitude which contradicts this choice. It is with the greatest 
strictness but also with a spirit of initiative that we are applying the political 
strategy defined by our 22d and 23d congresses, and moreover, for the first time at such 
a level and in a battle for such stakes. 


I repeat that we are inclined to favor any real step forward and to advance as far and 

as fast as will be decided by the working people themselves, on whom this deperds. We 
are prepared to assume all our responsibilities in implementing the new policy which 
France needs, including in governing the country. Those who say that we do want to 

govern are only seeking to mask their refusal to give the PCF its due place in the govern- 
ment. Should the PCF be in position to possess that place and take it, it will assume 
all its responsibilities. 


The key to the response to the operation of achieving consensus for a further clampdown, 
the key to change is the number of votes rallied around the Communist candidate on 26 
April. Everything depends on that and on an attacking battle to achieve a good result. 


This good result is possible. It is fair to say that nothing is settled, including the 
question of knowing who will take part in the second round. It is fair to have as one's 
ambition, as we do, that of enabling the Communist candidate to participate in the 

second round. All the more so since numerous democrats who turned toward the PS from 
1972 onward are in the process of realizing that Francois Mitterrand js now overtly 
applying the policy which was that of the old French section of the Workers International. 
This explains PS present difficulties. 
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Everything Depends on Rallying Around the Communist Candidate 


In more general terms, it is enough to travel the country and talk with ,eople to establish 
not only that the discontent is very great but that there are also numerous working people 
sickened by the present situation and who are asking questions. There are even more 
available, including for joining in our action, even if they do not share all our beliefs. 
They can be won over to the single idea that they absolutely need us and will be able to 
count on us to defend them and to do everything in favor of change. 


Naturally, that will only be gained at the cost of a great, very great battle. 


PCF LEADER STATEMENT ON EL SALVADOR SITUATION 





LD191143 Paris L*'HUMANITE in French 15 Jan 81 p 8 


[Text] [PCF Secretary General] Georges Marchais delivered a condemnation yesterday on 
behalf of the Committee for the Defense of Human Rights and Freedoms, of which he is 
chairman, against Am rican intervention in El Salvador. He stated: 


“Blood is being shed in El Salvador. A whole people are rising and arming themselves to 
end the dictatorship of a junta which was responsible for almost 10,000 deaths in 1980 
alone. 


Time is running out. Battles are raging and victims are falling in the hundreds. The 
tyrants must give way and allow the people of El Salvador to decide freely. We stand 
resolutely beside the Yemocratic Revolutionary Front, which includes all the opposition 
forces in the country We express our solidarity with the Farabundo Marti National 
Liberation Front, which has taken up arms for freedom and the homeland. 


We call on democrats in France to show their solidarity with the people's forces of El 
Salvador. 


We demand that all foreign support for the dictatorship of Napoleon Duarte cease immediately. 
U.S. military aid to the junta, amounting to several million dollars a year, must cease. 

The training of hundreds of officers from El Salvador at a U.S. base in Panama and the 

active presence of American advisers alongside the torturers must cease. 


We call on French opinion to confront the threat of military intervention by the Pentagon, 
whether directly or through troops from Honduras or Guatemala. Freedom for El Salvador! 
No to U.S. intervention! Solidarity with the revolutionaries. 


PCF'S GREMETZ CRITICIZES GISCARD'S AFRICA POLICY 





LD221003 Paris L'HUMANITE in French 17 Jan 81 p 9 


[Statement 16 January by PCF Politburo member Maxime Gremetz: "Stop Threat of Interven- 
tion in Africa!"] 


[Text] The formidable campaign waged by the FrenchGovernment and the mass media with 
reference to a plan for an agreement between Chad and Libya throws light on the essence 

of Giscard d'Estaing'’s African policy. As the representative of the interests of big 
French multinational companies and as Africa's self-appointed policemen entrusted with the 
task of preserving the imperialist order, he cannot resign himself to the fact that he has 
lost control of Chad. He is trying to recapture his positions there by any means. 


Sensing an increase in the opposition by various African countries to continued French 
domination, he is trying to impose through blackmail and intimidation a strengthening 
of the French military presence to which several African countries have objected. 
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Following military intervention in West Sahara, Zaire, Djibouti, the Central African Re- 
public and Chad, Giscard d‘Estaing is now threatening to involve France in yet another 
colonial adventure. In order to preserve the profits of multinational companies, support 
class interests and slow down the process of African peoples’ liberation, Giscard d'Estaing 
ignores the interests of France, friendship and genuine cooperation with the peoples of 
Africa. 


In this dirty work he has received some valuable support from the RPR and the PS which, 
in order to distinguish themselves, criticize “his lack of firmness" with respect to those 


peoples. 


Together with the PCF, all justice-loving people caring for France's image in the world 
call for a stop to Giscard's intimidation of and threats of intervention against African 
peoples. 


France has a major, positive role to play in Africa. This presupposes an end to a neo- 
colonialist policy and support for the peoples’ struggle for social justice and national 
independence. 


It also presupposes support for the implementation of genuine cooperation with all count- 
ries on the basis of mutual interests and a new international order. This is where the 
interests of France and the interests of peace and entente among peoples lie. 





FORMER MEMBERS EXPLAIN REASONS FOR LEAVING PCF 





LD211119 Paris LE MONDE in French 20 Jan 81 p 10 


{[Unattributed report: "Mrs Parmelin, Mr Merle and Mr Pignon Explain Their Departure From 
the PCF") 


[Excerpt] Some 35 former PCF members, mostly intellectuals, who left that part last year, 
issued a pamphlet on Sunday 18 January explaining their decisions and replying to state- 
ments by [PCF secretary general] Georges Marchais. The latter had stated on 21 December 
that those who were leaving the party were doing so “under pressure from the adversary.” 


"No, Georges Marchais, it is not ‘pressure from the adversary’ which is prompting us to 
leave the PCF," the signatories state. "This is a well-known allegation. It is hackneyed. 
Our options are the same. It is the PCF’s existing apparatus which is turning its back on 


them." 


They continue: “Among other things we denounce the following as irresponsible and 
dangerous: 


"The unqualified attitude [apparition] to the Soviet regime and to the invasion of Afghani- 
stan and the attitude adopted toward events in Poland; 

"The abandonment of any unitary strategy; 

"The fall into a policy of workers’ control; 

"Chauvinism and xenophobia; 

"Replacing debate by viciousness, slander and disdain; 

"The support given to a hypocritical morality; 

"The total lack of democracy in the party. 


"Our departure is not a sign of resignation. It is a battle--a battle for socialism with 
freedom." 
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PARTY LEADERS TO STAND DOWN IN MITTERRAND FAVOR 





MRG's Crepeau 
LD211333 Paris LE MONDE in French 20 Jan 81 p 12 


[Excerpt] Left Radical Movement [MRG] Chairman Michel Crepeau, who is a presidential 
election candidate, indicated in Toulouse on Friday evening 16 January that he will stand 
down in the second round of the election in Francois Mitterrand's favor, on certain 
conditions. He specified that he hopes to obtain enough votes in the first round for the 
PS candidate to agree to adopt some of the ideas put forward last June in the MRG's 
manifesto. 


PSD's Hintermann 
LD211103 Paris LE MONDE in French 20 Jan 81 p 12 


[Excerpt] Speaking to the Eighth Congress of the Social Democratic Party [PSD] which 

he founded in 1975, Eric Hintermann stated on Sunday 18 January that he hopes to stand 
down in Francois Mitterrand's favor in the second round of the presidential election (Mr 
Hintermann wants to stand in this election but has not yet received enough support). 

The PSD secretary general said: "We want social democracy. We will have to opt for the 
solution which is closest to social democracy; failing a Social Democratic president, I 
would like a Socialist president in the second round provided his election does not mean 
giving government posts to the PCF." Mr Hintermann expressed the view that the PCF “will 
not play the role which some people expect since the existing leadership will probably 
not wish to enter a reformist government" if Mr Mitterrand wins. 


The Social Democratic Party founder also said: "The day we are told that the Social 
Democratic group can express its views and organize freely within the PS I will propose 
returning to the PS...." 


PRESIDENT HITS ALL-TIME LOW IN OPINION POLLS 





LD190941 Paris LE MONDE in French 11-12 Jan 81 p 4 


[Text] The French people's “level” of confidence in Giscard d'Estaing as it is analyzed 
each month by SOFRES is negative. In FIGARO magazine of Saturday, 10 January the monthly 
poll shows that 49 percent of the people questioned have no confidence in the president of 
the republic "to solve the problems posed in France today." Only 47 percent have 
confidence in him. 


Thus, the head of state loses 6 points in one montn (53 percent had confidence in him in 
December 1980), while the percentage of French people who have no confidence in him 
increases by 7 points (42 percent had no confidence in him last month). 


Since the question of “confidence” has been formulated in this way by SOFRES, that is 
since October 1978, it is the first time that the response has shown a negative balance 
for the head of state. Thus, SOFRES joins IFOP, whose popularity pool published every 
month by FRANCE-SOIR has shown a negative balance 10 times. This latter was constantly 
positive when Jaques Chirac occupied the post of premier. 


In December 1980, the IFOP popularity poll established the level of satisfaction with 
Giscard d'Estaing as 40 percent and of dissatisfaction as 46 percent. 


The SOFRES-FIGARO magazine poll also measures the level of confidence in the premier. He 
loses 2 points, 31 percent having confidence in him as against 33 percent last month, 
while 62 percent have no confidence in him (against 61 percent in December). 


Among the other personalities of the majority, Jaques Chirac and Michel Debre advance 
by 2 points: 33 percent of the people questioned want the mayor of Paris to “play an 
important role in the months and years to come"; 29 percent express this wish for the 
mayor of Amboise. 
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In the opposition, Francois Mitterrand gains 3 points over December: 35 percent wish 
to see him play an important role. But Michel Rocard remains very much at the head of 
the personalities for whom the French express this wish: with 50 percent he gains 1 
point while Georges Marchais loses 2 (He goes from 20 percent to 18 percent.). 


16 January Poll 
LD201501 Paris LE MONDE in French 17 Jan 81 p i0 


[Text] FRANCE-SOIR-IFOP’s monthly popularity poll published on Friday 16 January 
confirms the president's deteriorating image in peblic opinion. According to this 
poll carried out between 6 and 13 January on a national sample of 1,610 people aged 18 
years and over, only 37 percent of the people questioned said that they were satisfied 
with Giscard d*Estaing. The head of state lost 3 points since the December 1980 poll. 
The percentage of dissatisfied people, on the other hand, is up 1 point (47 against 

46 percent). 


The president's popularity ratine has never before been so low. The poorest result 
previously recorded by Giscard d‘Estaing in FRANCE-SOIR-IFOP’s monthly “barometer” 
was in December 1976, after the RPR was formed: 39 percent of people were “satisfied” 
and 47 percert “dissatisfied.” 


In addition, 27 percent of the people questioned said that they were satified with 
Raymond Barre and 57 percent said that they were dissatisfied. The premier's 
popularity rating was just as bad in December. 
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FRG'S GENSCHER PAYS 1-DAY VISIT FOR TALKS 





Arrival in Rome 
AU211607 Rome ANSA in English 1550 GT 21 Jan 81 


[Text] Rome, 21 Jan (ANSA)-—-West German Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher flew 

in here today for talks with the Italian leaders which local observers noted as being 

the first meeting between European statesmen since President Ronald Reagan's inauguration 
yesterday. 


Genscher's schedule inciudes sessions with head-of-state Sandro Periini, Prime Minister 
Arnaldo Forlani, and Foreign Minister Emilio Colombo. 


Genscher's meeting with Pertini covered bilateral relations, some EEC problems, and the 
prospects for the international situation in the light of the most recent development. 


Pertini also asked Genscher to convey his own and the Italian people's thanks to the 
West German president for the generous aid supplied by West Germany to the areas in south- 
ern Italy hit by an earthquake last November. 


Meets Leaders 
AU220900 Rome ANSA in English 0830 GMT 22, Jan 81 


[Text] Rome, 22 Jan (ANSA)--West German Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher made a 
work visit to Italy yesterday when he met with Italian head-of-state Sandro Pertini, 
Premier Arnaldo Forlani and Foreign Minister Emilio Colombo. The talks centered on inter- 
national problems, East-West ties in particular, and Community matters. 


Censcher pushed for a C amunity foreign policy and greater coordination among EEC part- 
ners in matters of security. He stressed that a relaunching of joint European endeavors 
was not to be seen as any attempt to weaken the Atlantic alliance, however. 


Forlani agreed that a stronger and more united Europe improved Europe's partnership with 
the United States. 


Europe's role was also the focus of talks Genscher had with his Italian counterpart. 
Genscher said that this was a decisive moment for East-West ties as in a few weeks the 
Soviet Communist Party congress will lay the groundwork for Soviet foreign and economic 
policies. The congress cannot help but be influenced by the West's behavior, he said. 

If the USSR got the idea that there were areas of disagreement between the United States 
and Europe, it would spend years trying to exploit this dissension before realizing it was 
an illusion, Genscher maintained. In the meantime, that would be the end of detente, he 
added. 


Colombo agreed that this was a criti al moment for East-West ties. He added that 
"European union and the solidarity between Europe and the United States are essential 
to deal with any eventual negative changes in Soviet policy and in order to pursue detente." 
"If the USSR has achieved successes in recent times this is due to Western weaknesses 
which, should t'ey continue, could induce the Soviet Union to mistakenly think there is 
no European ur.on,” he said. 
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CIVIL TRADE SANCTIONS AGAINST IPAN LIFTED 





LD211500 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1400 GMT 21 Jan 81 


[Text] Sanctions on civil trade with Iran will be lifted from midnight tonight, the Trade 
Department announced today. This follows the release of the American hostages. Other 
Common Market and OPCD countries are taking similar steps, the department said. 


The department added that the lifting of British sanctions would involve two procedures. 
A statutory instrument had been made which revoked the order prohibiting the export of 
embargoed goods to Iran. A second order, which prohibited the making of contracts for the 
sale, supply or transport of goods from Britain to Iran, would be revoked by order-in- 
council, as soon as convenient. 


In the meantime, Trade Secretary Mr John Biffen has issued an open general licence which 
immediately authorizes the making and performance of contracts which would otherwise have 
been prohibited under the second order. 


THATCHER SENDS CONGRATULATIONS TO CARTER, REAGAN 





LD211319 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 21 Jan 81 p 5 
[James Wightman report: "Mrs Thatcher Hails Carter's Tenacity--and Says Farewell") 


[Text] The prime minister has sent a message to Mr Carter expressing pleasure at the re- 
lease of the hostages and congratulating him on his part in securing their freedom. 


The message, prepared on Monday when it looked as if the hostages migh' be released then, 
reached Mr Carter soon after Mr Reagan became president yesterday. Diplomatic soundings 
had been taken to ensure that the new president would not be offended by Mrs Thatcher's 
sending such a message to Mr Carter. The message said: 


I was delighted to learn that the 52 members of your embassy held hostage in Teheran for 
over a year have at last been set free. Their safe release is a tribute to your skill and 
tenacity in handling an agonising problem. We congratulate you and rejoice with you and 
the American people. Our hearts go out to the hostages and their families whose long 
ordeal, so courageously borne, is now over. 


The message was Mrs Thatcher's second to Mr Carter yesterday. She first sent him one of 
farewell as he relinquished the Presidency. At the same time she sent a message of con- 
gratulations and welcome to President Reagan with whom she will have talks in Washington 
next month. 


Mrs Thatcher told Mr Carter she had admired his courage in tackling the formidable prceblems 
facing the United States and the free world. She also thanked him for his close friendship 
and cooperation and said how much she had appreciated his hospitality to her in Washington 
in 1979. She and her colleaguee sent Mr Carter best wishes for his future, said Mrs Thatcher. 


Congratulating Mr Reagan on his assuming the Presidency, Mrs Thatcher spoke of the formidable 
task of leadership which he faced at a dangerous time. She assured him of her government's 
confidence and support as they worked together to meet the challenges of the 1980's. Mrs 
Thatcher added that she looked forward to renewing her friendship with Mr Reagan in Yashington 
next month and to consolidating the close relationship between the two countries. She met 

Mr Reagan twice when she was (n opposition. 


She is to visit Washington on February 25-28 and will be the first European head of govern- 
ment to go to the White House under the new Presidency. She will be accompanied by Lord 
Carrington, foreign secretary. There are hopes in Whitehall and in Washington of close ties 
between Mrs Thatcher and Mr Reagan, particularly when they seem to have so much in common 
on economic policies and defence. 
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DAILY TELEGRAPH ON REAGAN ‘ABILITY TO COMMUNICATE’ 





LD211501 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 21 Jan 81 p 16 
[Edicorial: “Hostages Out, Reagan In") 


[Text] So Ronald Reagan, sworn in yesterday as the 40th president of the United States, 
will at least not have the problem of the American hostages in Iran on his plate. The 
Iranians had them airborne too late for President Carter to enjoy the small consolation 

of welcomingthem to freedom while he was still in office, while at the same time avoiding 
the unknown perils cf having to deal with President Reagan. All very cunning of the Mullahs. 
Nevertheless, it is in its way quite a happy augury. Americans will find thankfulness at 
the safe return mingling with hopes for the Reagan presidency. Not only thankfulne 3s 
either. It will lend body to Mr Reagan's warning against “those who practice terrorism and 
prey upon their neighbors." 


Mr Reagan's speech was a good example of its kind, and better than many recently. It was 
neither too flamboyant (John F. Kennedy) nor too pious (Jimmy Carter). In substance it did 
not depart from many ~ronouncements he made during the election campaign but it neatly 
presented the philosophy he is offering the American people: Less government at the center 
rather than in the states; lighten the “punitive tax burden"; reawaken "this industrial 
giant"; renewal for friends and allies: "We will match loyalty with loyalty.” For potential 
adversaries: "We will maintain sufficient strength to prevail if need be, knowing that 

if we do so, we have the best chance of not havi .< to use that strength.” Perhaps more 
important than the homely substance was the manner; it was Mr Reagan's ability to “com- 
municate,” in the jargon. That is not to be sneezed at. 


All remains tc be done. If Mr Reagan can achieve say 80 percent of the prospects he has 

set forth, he will have worked a mighty work. He has been handed a rather miserable in- 
heritance, as he clearly recognised in his speech. Everything will depend on how the economy 
performs, and on whether inflation can be held at bay and then cut back. Familiar terms 

for British ears. Mr Reagan has some shrewd men in his economic team, a mixture of business- 
men and theorists. If some reports are correct, the team has lost its earlier fascination 
with the economic performance of Mrs Thatcher's government and intends to follow a rather 
modified model of monetarism. Mrs Thatcher will no doubt be interested to find out about 
that when she goes to Washington next month. 


Mrs Thatcher will be accompanied by Lord Carrington, who must be avidly looking foward 

to discussions with Mr Reagan's secretary of state, Gen Haig. So far asthe big questions 
are concerned--nuclear azas control, the Middle East, for two--the Reagan camp has made it 
clear that it is going to take its time about formulating policy lines. One somewhat shadovy 
area so far has been Africa. The question of Namibia and South Africa is one of the more 
immediate subjects likely to come to the fore in the fairly near future. Both Gen Haig 

and Lord Carrington will have a strong interest in staying of f United Nations moves for 
sanctions against South Africa. In general, however, Lord Carrington should be aware 

that Gen Haig, with Mr Reagan's complete backing, intends to place America's interests 

first always. 


MORNING STAR FINDS REAGAN PRESINENCY ‘FRIGHTENING’ 





LD211459 London MORNING STAR in English 21 Jan 81 p 1 


[Editorial: “Immoral Rearmament™) 


[Text] Crucial to yesterday's welcome release of the Iranian hostages is Iran's insistence 
that the U.S. will mever try to interfere in its internal affairs again; for the modern 
history of Iran since before the last war has been one of first British, then U.S. 
imperialist interference. 
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To exploit the country’s vast oil wealth for the West, British and U.S. interests have 
imposed on the Iranian people their own puppets. 


After the CIA overthrew the democratically elected Iranian leader, Mossadeq, Iran lived 
under the terror of the Shah, armed and upheld by the U.S. and Britain, a key to dominating 
the whole of the Middle East. 


And even as the hostages finally flew out of Teheran yesterday, the U.S Defence Department 
authorised the sale of two billion dollars worth of arms to Saudi Arabia. Meanwhile U.S. 
warships remained off the Gulf. 


The ousting of imperialism by the Iranian people was a bitter blow to the confidence of a 
U.S. determined to dominate the world’s resources. 


Yesterday the U.S. response was reflected in the inauguration of President Reagan. For 
Reagan this is to be a moral crusade of strength. To back up the growing arsenals of the 
U.S.--of which Britain is a major offshore base--is the “will and moral courage of free men 
and women,” he said. But Reagan is not interested in free men and women. On the contrary, 
U.S. military might is interested in the subjugation of men and women to the will of the U.S. 
With Gen Haig, ex-Nixon aide and advocate of first-strike nuclear attacks, at his right 
hand, it is a frightening prospect. 


The U.S. is in deep economic trouble. Inflation, unemployment are wreaking havoc, as 
Reagan admitted yesterday. His answer is moral rearmament and military might. 


For the moment Iran has rid itself of the U.S. presence. On paper it has U.S. agreement. 
But for us in Britain, U.S. interference is still very real. 


The Thatcher government is a willing ally in putting Britain in the front line of a nuclear 
holocaust in Europe. Taking hostages can never be condoned. But like the Iranians, the 
Beitish people must fight to throw out U.S. interference in our defence policy. Instead 
we must defend ourselves not with U.S.~controlled nuclear weaponry, but with a vigorous 
independent diplomacy for peace--not on the warmongering bravado of a sad 8B movie. 


CABINET FREEZES PLANS TO IMPLEMENT DEFENSE CUTS 





LD191329 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 19 Jan 81 p 1 
[Desmond Wettern report: “vefence Cost Cuts Frozen"] 


[Text] Plans to implement defence cuts of at least 400 million pounds have been frozen 
on Cabinet orders, so the new defence secretary, Mr Nott, can start with a clean shect. 


It will be up to him whether he accepts proposals for spending cuts which Mr Pym, his 
predecessor, had approved. 


The full amount to be cut will not be known until after the end of the financial year as 
only then will it be possible to ascertain the amount the services have overspent on 
their current budget. 


Mr Nott is expected to look with disfavour at any proposals to increase purchase of 
equipment from America such as the Harpoon missile as an allegedly cheap replacement for 
the British Sea Eagle. 


It seems certain he will favour the preposed British developments of the Harrier fighter 
rather than the slower and less maneuverable American modification of the design. 


Mr Nott will certainly be influenced by the prime minister's advocacy of a maritime defence 
policy for Britain. 
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KIPRIANOU CONGRATULATES PRESIDENT REAGAN 





NC211614 WNicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1600 Gt 21 Jan 81 


[Text] President Kicrianou has sent the folloving message to the new U.S. President. 
Ronald Reagan: 


On the happy occasion of your inauguration as 40th U.S. President, I convey to you, on 
behalf of the people of Cyprus and myself, personally, cordial congratulations and 

warmest wishes for your personal health and for every success in the most difficult 

task lying ahead of you. I look forward to close and friendly cooperation with you in the 
interests of out two countries and to the benefit of justice, freedom and peace in the 
world. President Kiprianou's message to Mr Reagan concludes: I sgain wish the friendly 
American people everlasting happiness and continuous progress under your bright leadership. 


STATEMENT ON NATIONAL GUARD COMMANDER'S RECALL 











NC211230 WNicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1130 GMT 21 Jan 81 


[Text] The Defense Ministry has issued a statement on the issue of appointing a new 
National Guard General Staff [CEEF] chief. The statement says that there has never 
been any question of an ultimatum from the Greek Government to the Cypriot Government 
or of imposing any officer as the new CEEF chief. 


As has already been announced, the statement adds, the established procedure has been followed 
by informing the Cypriot Government about the decision to transfer Lieutenant General 
Komninos after 6 years of service in Cyprus, and by submitiing a recommendation for a 
replacement, who would take over as chief--if and for as long as he is approved by the 
Cypriot wVovernment. 


CONSTITUTIONAL ASPECTS DISCUSSED AT 21 JAN TALKS 
NC211631 WNicosia Domestic Television Service in English 1610 GMT 21 Jan 81 





[Text] The Cyprus intercommunal talks resumed this afternoon at the Ledra Palace 
conference area. At today’s session the two sides continued discussion of constitutional 
aspects of the Cyprus prublem. Speaking to reporters before the meeting, the UN special 
representative in Cyprus, Mr Gobbi, said the subject of discussion is the most complex 
from the technical point of view. Referring to the arrival of Mr Sherry, of the UN Cyprus 
desk, to Cyprus on Sunday, he said is going to advise him, but he will not play any 
specific role. We also said Mr Sherry is not bringing any message from Mr Waldheim nor is 
he going to Ankara or Athens. Replying to other questions, he said: For the time being 
there is mo concrete progress. We are still negotiating. 


A communique issued by the United Nations after the meeting, which lasted about 2 hours, 
said both sides have submitted substantive proposals. The stage has now been reached for 
a detailed comparative study and discussion of these proposals. The next meeting will take 
place on Wednesday when the item territorial aspects will again be examined. 


loannidhis, Onan Comments 
NC211806 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1730 GMT 21 Jan 861 
{Ex-erpt] In a statement prior to today's Cyprus intercommunal talks meeting, Greek 
Cypriot Representative loannidhis said that it was expected a useful exchange of views 


would be held on the meaning and the principles of the proposals which have already been 
submitted at the negotiating, table. 
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Ansvering a pertinent question, loannidhis said the Creek Cypriot side has definitely 
submitted proposals on the question of initial practical measures. He added that the 
Turkish Cypriot side has also submitted proposals at the negotiating table. loannidhis 
clarified that these are written proposals. 


In answer to a remark that the impression prevails that the atmosphere is no longer so 
good, loannidhis said that the atmosphere continues to be good. In answer to another 
question he said it can be said that negotiations have not yet started. Turkish Cypriot 
interlocutor Onan made 4 statement prior to the meeting and expressed the belief that 
today’s talks were to proceed in depth and that an effort was to be exerted to arrive 
at an agreed constitution. 


in answer to a remark that the Turkish Cypriot press reported that the talks are continuing 
for the sake of talks, Onan said: I can assure you that I do not come for the sake of 
talks, but I come in order to find a solution to the Cyprus problem. I can say that the 
same applies for Mr loannidhis. 


Answering another question, Onan said that the atmosphere has been constructive from the 
beginning. He added, however, that no results have yet been achieved. Answering another 
question, Onan said that the talks are not deadlocked, and he expressed the hope that 
there will be no deadlock. 


Today's meeting lasted almost 2 hours. From the Greek Cypriot side, the talks were also 
attended by advisers Triandafillidhis and Mre Sowlioti, and by Mr Poliviou, special 
adviser to the Greek Cypriot interlocuter on constitutional and other related matters. 
From the Turkish Cypriot side, the talks were attended by Mr Onan's advisers, Ertegun 
and Tatar. 


CABINET ACCEPTS UN PROPOSALS ON NICOSIA AIRPORT 





NC220745 Nicosia O ACON in Greek 22 Jan 81 p 1 


[Text] The Cyprus Government has informed UN Secretary General Waldheim that it accepts 
his proposals for resettlement in Famagusta and the reopening of the Nicosia airport, 
although it has some reservations on certain provisions of his proposal on the airport. 

This decision was taken by the Council of Ministers after a serious study of the secretary 
general's proposals which had been conveyed to the government by Foreign Minister Rolandhis. 


According to reliable information, Mr Sherry, the UN secretary general's special adviser, 
will be bringing to Cyprus Dr Waldheim's proposal which exclusively concerns the reopening 
of Nicosia airport and which will be submitted at the negotiating table. Diplomatic 
circles consider the Turkish Cypriot side's attitude toward the reopening of Nicosia 
airport as a “political manewver” with the aim of pursuing, during the discussions, 
political gains that would serve its partitionist plans. 


MIKWAILIDHI RKISH CYPRIOT RIGHTS 
NC200648 Nicosia CYPRUS MAIL in English 20 Jan 81 p 1 


[Text] House President Alekos Mikhailidhis has given a clear warning that the Cyprus 
Government is not going to recognise any sovereign rights for the Turkish Cypriot 
administration in the north. 


Speaking at a memorial for two Greek Cypriots at Trakhani who lost their lives in the 
national struggle, Mr Mikhailidhis said that their sacrifice must provide courage for 
those who survive to undertake their responsibilities. 
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Referring to the intercommunal talks, he said there is much talk scout mistrust between 
the two communities but the buildins of trust cannot be through division. 


In an obvious reference to reports that the Turks are demanding sovereign rights as 
part of their position about good will measures, Mr Midhailidhis said: 


"It is inconceivable that someone could suggest that we should disband as a state or 
that we should recognise sovereign rights to the Turkish Cypriot administration, at 
a time they know that such a step not be the road to settlement but the avenue to 
legitimisation of partition". 


In another speech at Kolossi refugee establishment, Mr Mikhailidhis defended the right 
of refugees to return to their homes as part of the observance of the fundamental 
freedoms of movement, settlement, work and ownership in a federal state. 


TURKISH CYPRIOT OFFICIAL ON SOVEREIGNTY RIGHTS 





NC210917 Nicosia TURKISH CYPRIOT NEWS BULLETIN in English 21 Jan 81 p 1, 4 


[Text] Both the Turkish and Greek Cypriot peoples must have equal sovereignty rights 
said Mr Oguz R. Korhan, president of the Legislative assembly of the Turkish Federated 
State of Kibris. 


He was commenting yesterday on a settlement by his Greek Cypriot counterpart, Mr 
Milhalidhis reported in the ‘CYPRUS MAIL’, when the Greek leader warned that the south 
Cyprus administrations would not recognize any sovereign rights for the Turkish Cypriots. 


"This is a surprising statement because the Turkish Cypriots" right to sovereignty and 
independence in Cyprus is undeniable and inalienable as embodied in the 1960 agreements", 
Mr Korhan declared. 


"It is this right which the Greek Cypriot onslaught during 1963-1974 tired to destroy, 

and it is for the defence of this that the Turkish Cypriot people put up such heroic 
resistance for eleven years. It is on the basis of this inalienable right that the Turkish 
Cypriot side consolidated itself in the north and extended its hand of friendship to 

the Greek Cypriot aggressors for the re-establishment of a partnership republic on a 
bizonal, bicommunal and nonaligned federal basis. 





"The question of recognition of the right of sovereignty of the Turkish people of 
Cyprus does not arise because it is a reality entrenched in the 1960 agreements and Mr 
Mikhailidhis's attempt to question it serves no other purpose than to undermine the 
current peace talks. In fact, as the last session of the talks has shown, the Greek 
Cypriot side has not reciprocated Turkish Cyprict good will. 


"Any future political settlement must be based on the equal sovereignty rights of the 
Turkish and Greek Cypriot peoples." 


0 AGON: GOOD-WILL MEASURES MUST BE RECONSIDERED 





NC170945 Nicosia O AGON in Greek 17 Jan 81 p 1 


["My Opinion” column by the Observer: "We Must Disengage Ourselves From the Good-Will 
Measures" ] 


[Excerpts] At the time of the opening of the intercommunal dialogue, the government 
took a number of measures to assist the climate in which the talks were to be held. 
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For example, the government agreed not to raise the Cypriot problem for discussion at 
this year's UN General Assembly session. Our problem has not been takento international 
rostrums as frequently as it should; the voice of Cyprus is not being heard as loudly as 
it was in the past; official reaction to provocations or activities by the Turkish side 
has been soft. 


However, the Turks have failed to reciprocate, take any measures or proceed with any 
gestures in response to ours. On the contrary, by submitting the recent mock proposals 
on Famagusta, they have continued their provocative statements and activities and have 
escalated their intransigence and negative stand. Although we have proceeded with new 
concessions, the Turks have escalated their provocations and increased their demands. 


We believe that the government must now reassess its good will activities following the 
totally negative stand and intransigence of the Turks. It must disengage itself from the 
decision it has made if the Turkish side continues the same negative policy. The competent 
authorities must proceed with Cyprus’ reactivation in the international field and hold a 
campaign to brief the foreign governments and the international public on the Cypriot problem. 


If the Turkish side continues to fail to constructively reciprocate, then the good will 
measures taken by the government must be withdrawn. 


Therefore, the government must warn the United Nations, the Turks and others that it cannot 
possibly continue to remain idle and that it will be compelled to withdraw the 200d will 
measures and disengage itself from it: decisions if the Turks fail to respond accordingly. 


WEEKLY SEES CARTER, REAGAN, HAIG ALL ANTI-CYPRUS 





NC181555 Nicosia THE CYPRUS WEEKLY in English 16 Jan 81 p 1 


[Editorial: "Viewpoint") 


[Text] Four years ago when Jimmy Carter was elected president, church bells peeled joy- 
fully in free Cyprus to welcome the advent of a man who promised to uphold human rights 
everywhere and to maintain the U.S. arms embargo against Turkey, until the Turkish 
invasion troops were withdrawn from the island. 


Jimmy's departure from office this week is greeted with silence and sadness over the fact 
that the promises of even an avowedly God-fearing politician have proved hollow and 
hypocritical. 


The new president, Ronald Reagan, also took a moralistic attitude before his election, 
going as far as to promise that if elected, he would reimpose the arms embargo on Turkey. 


This promise has collapsed even before Reagan's inauguration, however, with the congres- 
sional testimony of General Alexander Haig, the man nominated as secretary of state, who 
not only admitted but defended his support of the lifting of the arms embargo against 
Turkey when he served as NATO's supreme military commander under Carter. 


The simple moral of this brief tale is that Cyprus should not bank on the promises of 
politicians, particularly the bible-thumping or defenders-of-real-values variety, for 
their words turn out to be even more hollow in the end than those of their more prosaic 


colleagues. 


The real pity is that the politicians, who may be well-meaning, finally succumb to the 
advice or pressures of military types like General Haig, who clearly believe their 
concept of stragety stands far above the upholding of human rights. 
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KARAMANLIS CABLES CONGRATULATIONS TO REAGAN 





NC211306 Ath>ns Domestic Service in Greek 1230 GMT 21 Jan 81 


[Text] The president of the republic, Mr Karamanlis, has sent a warm message of congra- 
tulations to the new President of the United States, Mr Reagan. The full text of Mr 
Karamanlis’ message to Mr Reagan is as follows: 


As you assume the office of the President of the United States, I address to you my warm 

congratulations and my sincere wishes for the success of your lofty and difficult mission. 
I am convinced that during the course of your term the ties of traditional friendship and 
fruitful cooperation that exist between our two peoples will be strengthened even further. 


I also believe, concludes Mr Karamanlis in his message to Mr Reagan, that your presence 
at the head of your great nation will contribute to the dissolution of the dangerous con- 
fusion that prevails in the world today and to a real consolidation of peace. 


AVRIANI ON PLANS FOR NEW CRETE U.S.-NATO BASE 





NC211756 Athens AVRIANI in Greek 21 Jan 81 pp 1,6 
{Exclusive report by Stelios Agouridhis] 


[Excerpts] Crete is definitely being transformed into a powder keg. According to ex- 
clusive information received by AVRIANI from political and financial circles, as wll as 
from official documents, it emerges that the government has recently received: 


A detailed NATO plan--this is being studied carefully by the government--drawn wu» by the 
United States and the member-states of the EEC, whose main purpose is to force che 
population of Soudha to abandon the area and to establish the largest NATO base in the 
Mediterranean, and in southwestern [as printed] Europe in particular, that would have a 
model airfield and harbor. 


According to the same sources, the government is giving careful consideration to this 
proposal while, in the event that agreement is finally reached, the command of this new 
supermodern base as well as of the others will be assigned to a joint command in which 
our country will also participate. 


As these circles have emphasized, U.S.-NATO circles are particularly concerned with the 
establishment of this superbase following the new turn of events in the Middle East, the 
continuing Iran-Iraq conflict and their “ostensible” abandonment of quite a number of 
Middle East states (Afghanistan and others). 


This base will cover the entire Middle East region and be equipped with supermodern heavy 
weapons and maybe “Lance” nuclear warheads. 


Meanwhile, the abandonment of the Soudha area by the responsible state services is more 
than obvious. According to information received by AVRIANI from competent and authorita- 
tive sources, there is a special long-term plan to force the population to abandon the 
area and to establish this superbase. 


This whole situation has filled its people with despair. 
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OFFICIAL CLARIFIES PROPOSALS ON U.S. BASES 





NC21154 Athens ELEVTHEROS KOSMOS in Greek 21 Jan 81 p 8 


[Text] Replying to a journalist's question about a press report regarding the supple- 
mentary Greek proposals on the U.S. bases, the government spokesman made the following 
clarification: 


"The truth about the drafting of the geographical appendices on the bases in the defense 
and economic cooperation agreement with the United States is the following: 


"A mixed team of officials from the Ministries of Foreign Affairs and National Defense 

has, over the last few days, worked out the final wording of these texts and is now busy 
completing their translation into English. No problem of either disagreement or amendments 
has arisen. The geographical appendices will be handed over to the U.S. side within the 
next few days. 


"Consequently, the published reports about disagreements between the ministers of national 
defense and foreign affairs do not correspond to reality. 


U.S. USES BASES FOR POLISH SURVEILLANCE 





NC191157 Athens RIZOSPASTIS in Greek 18 Jan 81 p 1 


[Excerpt] U.S. electronic surveillance aircraft are using the base at Ellinikon as a re- 
fueling stop and to gather information within the context of the more general mobilization 
of the United States and NATO against the People's Republic of Poland. There are reports 
in this connection that during the Noverber-January period, at least three U.S. spy planes 
stopped at Ellinikon base for refueling .2tore proceeding toward central Europe. They also 
collected “intelligence material" from tiie NADGE stations and the U.S. bases in Greek 
territory. 


The unimpeded use of Greece for cold war aims of the Americans and of NATO constitutes 
only one aspect of official Greece's alignment with their antisocialist and anti-Polish 
objectives. From this point of view, the comments of the Soviet media ¢re also instruc- 
tive. According to our correspondent in Moscow: 


Serious reservations are being voiced as to the credibility of the Greek Government's 
declaration that it desires neighborly relations with the socialist countries. 


Latest reports confirm that the government of "New Democracy" has committed itself to 
participating in the NATO campaign that is being developed within the pretext of events 
in Poland. It appears, however, that it is concerned with the manner in which the "Greek 
contribution" will be put into practice to avoid to the extent possible the reaction of 
the progressive forces and public opinion. 


FOREIGN MINISTRY OFFICIAL RESIGNS FOR HEALTH 





NC191242 Athens KIRiAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA in Greek 18 Jan 81 p 18 


[Excerpt] Viron Theodhoropoulos, the secretary general of the Foreign Ministry, has 
submitted his resignation to K. Mitsotakis pleading “reasons of health." The assistant 
secretary general, Ambassador St. Roussos, is held as his most likely successor, though, 
according to some reports, the possibility of I. Tzounis, the present ambassador in 
Washington, is also being discussed. 


Commenting on Theodhoropoulos’ resignation--who really is having problems with his 
eyesight--diplomatic circles maintain that the reasons must rather be sought in his total 
inability to collaborate with the foreign minister, with whom he had frequently disagreed 
regarding the handling of Greek-Turkish differences and reentry into NATO. 
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EVREN, TURKMEN CONGRATULATE REACAN, HAIG 





TA211657 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 21 Jan 81 


[Text] Head of State Gen Kenan Evren sent a congratulatory message to U.S. President 
Ronald Reagan who assumed office yesterday. In his congratulatory message, Prime 
Minister Ulusu expressed the belief that the traditional friendship and cooperation 
between the two countries will be further developed in every field on the bilateral 
level as well as within the framework of NATO. Ulusu said: on behalf of myself and 
the Turkish Government, I extend my sincerest wishes for your personal health and 


happiness. 


Foreign Minister Ilter Turkmen sent a message to U.S. Secretary of State Alexander Haig 
and congratulated him on his appointment. In his message, Turkmen said the feelings of 
trust and esteem inspired by Haig during his NATO assignment will further develop the 
solidarity needed within NATO. 


In a reply message to Turkmen, Haig expressed the conviction that Turkey will fulfill 
its duty in accordance with NATO interests and the national interests of the other 

NATO members. Haig also expressed the hope that joint work will be conducted with 
Turkey in a bid to strengthen NATO and develop cooperation between the member countries. 


TURKMEN CITES ‘RELIEF, JOY" AT HOSTAGES’ RELEASE 





TA211247 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1000 GMT 21 Jan 81 


[Text] Foreign Minister Ilter Turkmen said that with the release of the U.S. hostages 
an important source of tension in the region has been eliminated. Turkmen, who is in 
At-Ta'if, Saudi Arabia, for the preliminary meetings of the third Islamic summit con- 
ference, made the following statement to Turkish journalists: We received with great 
relief and joy the news of the agreement which led to the release of the hostages and 

of the end of the suffering of the hostages and their relatives. With the agreement, 

an important source of tension in our region--which is faced with many problems anyway-- 
has been eliminated. I would like to point out that we appreciate the efforts of the 
Algerian Government, which led to this result. 


ISTANBUL PRESS REACTION TO ZIAUL HAQ'S VISIT 





NC211215 [Editorial Report] The Istanbul Turkish press has carried the following 
comment on Pakistan President Gen Mohammad Ziaul Haq's recent visit to Turkey. On 

13 January, MILLIYET, on page 1, carries an unattributed editorial, “Pakistan and 
Turkey", in which the writer comments on President Ziaul Haq's visit to Turkey. After 
stressing the strong and traditional ties between the two countries, the writer says: 
"Though we do not approve of President Ziaul Haq's political methods, we welcume him 
to Turkey as the highest representative of friendly and brotherly Pakistan." 


Recalling the full support which Pakistan lent to Turkey in the Cyprus dispute and 

the special trade relations existing between the two countries, the writer continues: 
"The Pakistani head of state is the first leader at this level to visit our state after 
the 12 September takeover. We feel that Prime Minister Bulent Ulusu--who is going 

to represent our country at the At-Ta'if Islamic summit conference at the end of this 
month--will find a close ally in the person of President Ziaul Haq.” 


The writer finally says: "We wonder whether or not Ziaul Haq will brief Ankara on 
Pakistan's efforts to manufacture nuclear bombs. It is known that Pakistani scientist 
(Dr A.Q. Han) is pursuing these efforts, which are believed to have secured financial 
assistance from Libyan leader Al-Qadhdhafi for two separate projects." 
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On 14 January, HURRIYET on page 3, carried an editorial by Oktay Eksi: "A Guest in Our 
Country", in which he comments on Ziaul Haq's visit to Turkey. He recalls the valuable 
help which the Pakistani people extended to Turkey during the war of independence and 
adds: “That is why those who lead Turkey and those who lead Pakistan have always felt 
the need to evaluate one another with ‘a special care." Despite the fact that today 
Pakistan is being run by Ziaul Haq in a manner that the Turkish public has been unable 
to digest, this same person is being extended a warm welcome in Turkey." 


Oktay Eksi appreciates Pakistani efforts to achieve contemporary civilization, and he 
adds: “But Pakistan is being run by a group that believes that efforts for ‘development, 
modernization and democratization" can be based on a fervent religious fanaticism." 

The writer concludes: “Irrespective of his motives, Pakistani head of state Ziaul Haq's 
visit has been useful in that it has given us an opportunity to once again review our 
own values.” 


On 17 January, TERCUMAN, on pages 1 and 12, carried a commentary by Nazi Ilicak: “How Far 
and Yet How Near,” stressing the traditional friendship between the two peoples but also 
criticizing Ziaul Haq personally. Ilicak says, among other things: “In his first speech, 
Ziaul Haq pledged to hold general elections in October 1977, but he did not keep this 
pledge. First he postponed elections until 17 November 1979 and then abandoned the idea 
of general elections completely. As time went by, his attituce toward political parties 
toughened, Bhutto was hanged and his supporters jailed. All political parties were banned, 
even the Pakistani National Unity Party which opposed Bhutto and applauded the military 
regime. Press censorship was toughened. Now he has been trying to restore his lost 
prestige by turning to the principles of the divine laws of Islam." The article adds: 

"The above examples indicate the deep chasm that exists between Turkey and Pakistan. That 
is why we called our commentary ‘How Far and Yet How Near.’ We are very close in language, 
in religion and in history, but we are very far from each other in the pursuit of our 
political objectives and in the interpretation of religious and state affairs." The 
commentary concludes: "Because of his erroneous behavior, Ziaul Haq gradually broke away 
fron the people, and as he did so began to fear democracy. Ziaul Haq has lost his 

people's support because he antagonized the press and the politicians.” 


On 19 January, CUMHURIYET, on page 2, carried a commentary by Ilhan Selcuk who comments on 
Ziaul Haq's visit to Turkey. The commentator says: “Ziaul Haq visited our country and 
left. It was natural that as a head of state visiting our country, he should be treated 
with respect. Now we can talk and ask ourselves: ‘What is Ziaul Haq's place in the 
contemporary world?" He sounds as if he was living 1400 years ago and he is defending a 
dark world.” Comparing him with Khomeyni, the writer adds: "At least Khomeyni has 
identified himself with a militancy which has unfurled the flag of independence over Iran, 
while the Pakistan of Ziaul Haq has had to submit to dictatorship. Islam is being used 

as an ideology of freedom in one place and as an ideology of slavery in another." 


TRT DIRECTOR GENERAL SUBMITS RESIGNATION 





TA201126 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1000 GMT 20 Jan 81 


[Excerpt] Turkish Radio and Television [TRT] Director General Dogan Kasaroglu has 
resigned. Kasaroglu issued a message to TRT members on this occasion. The message says: 
As I did on the day I took over my post, I still believe that the TRT is a state 
organization that must serve the lofty Turkish nation. The TRT believes in and defends 
the unity of the Turkish Republic, the national democratic, sectarian and social 
character of the Turkish Republic based on human rights and the reforms of Ataturk, 
while carrying out its task. 
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The TRT, which is entrusted with carrying out its activities in the light of these 
principles, must also take care of our national security, public morals and national 
traditions. 


TRI members have always been aware of these principles during the implementation of 
their duties and have acted in the light of their sense of duty only. 


AYDINLIK OWNER, EDITOR FINED FOR PROPAGANDA 





TA201707 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 20 Jan 81 


[Text] The Istanbul Martial Law Command First Military Court has passed a 7 and 1/2 

year sentence on Leyla Yurdakul, the owner and chief editor of AYDINLIK publications, and to 
Salih Aydogan Buyykozden, the chief editor of the newspaper AYDINLIK, for making communist 
propaganda in their publications. The court then changed the prison terms to fines of 
273,500 Turkish liras each in line with the press law. 


COURT ORDERS ARREST OF 223 TRADE UNIONISTS 





TA201115 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1000 GMT 20 Jan 81 


[Text] The Second Military Court of the Istanbul Martial Law Command has decided to arrest 
another 223 leaders of the Confederation of Revolutionary Worker Unions [DISK] and of 
unions affiliated with DISK and the factory representatives of these unions. 


The Istanbul Military Prosecutor's Office has started an investigation of some 2,000 
persons, including the leaders of DISK and unions affiliated with DISK and the factory 
representatives of these unions, for engaging in illegal organizational activity 

with the aim of establishing a Marxist-Leninist order based on the hegemony of the 
working class by overthrowing the existing constitutional system. Of the persons who 
were being investigated and detained, 545 were referred to the military court of the 
Istanbul Martial Laq Command with a request for their arrest. Of these, 83 persons, 
including DISK leader Abdullah Basturk and former Istanbul Mayor Ahmet Isfan, were 
arrested and 462 persons were released. Following objections to this decision, the 2d 
Military Court of the Istanbul Martial Law Command issued arrest warrants in absentia 
for 223 of the 462 persons who had previously been released. 


JAPAN EXTENDS LOANS WITHIN OCED FRAMEWORK 





TA161727 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 16 Jan 81 


[Text] Two loan agreements for a total of $80 million, which Japan undertook to 

extend to Turkey for the years 1979 and 1980 within the framework of OECD, were 

signed in Ankara today. The agreements were signed by State and Deputy Prime Minister 
Turgut Ozal on behalf of Turkey and by Japanese Ambassador to Ankara Nobuyasu Nishimiya 
on behalf of Japan. 


In the first agreement, a projectloan of $35 million, which the Japanese Government undertook 
to extend in 1979, will be used to finance the foreign currency needs of the Hasanugurlu 
dam and the Alaybey dockyard. 


In the second agreement, a program loan of $45 million was extended to Turkey. This loan 

was programmed for 1980 within the framework of OECD. Both loans will be repaid in 25 

years with a S-year grace period. The loans will be subject to a 4.25 percent annual interest 
rate. 


In a speech during the signing ceremony, Ozal said that the agreements will contribute to 
the development of relations between the two countries. Nishimiya expressed the hope 
that the loans will positively contribute to the Turkish economy. 
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